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By 1\Ir. LOVERING:· Petition of T. S. Howes and others, of 
Dennis Grange, No. 260, favoring a national Wghways commis-
sion-to the Committee on Agriculture. · 

By l\Ir. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Papers to accompany 
bills for relief of Martin J. Cole and Eli D. Johnson-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. l\IALBY: Petition of Gouverneur (N. Y.) Grange, 
favoring creation of a national Wghways commission-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. • 

By Mr. l\IANN: Petition of employees of Isthmian Canal 
Commission and Panama Railroad Company, against action on 
part of United States Government or Isthmian Canal Commis
sion curtailing commissary privileges-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce . 
. Also, petition of Fort Worth (Tex.) freight bureau of Texas 
Hardware Jobbers' Association, favoring H. R. · 22901, 22902, 
and 22903, relative to interst..'lte-rate requirement-to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
. Also, petition of Omaha workingmen, against legislation to 
exclude Asiatics-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By .Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Benson (Nebr. ) Commercial 
Club, favoring payment Qf expenses of railway mail clerks 
while away from their initial terminal-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By .Mr. RiCHARDSON: Papers to accompany bills for relief 
of Mary A. Precise, Levi C. Roberts, Samuel Potter, and Nancy 
Shelton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · · 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of commander of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, against consolidation of pension agen
cies-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By 1\lr. RYAN: Petition of Fort Worth freight bureau, favor
ing H. R. 22901, 22902, and 22903, all relative to authority of 
Interstate Commerce Commission touching changes in freight 
rates-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of New York Board of Trade and Transporta
tion, favoring reconsideration of railway-rate law-to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign -Commerce. 

Also, petition of Cheyenne Brotherhood of Railway Postal 
Clerks, against H. R. 21261 (retirement prov-ision for super
annuated employees)-to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, petition of trustees of the New York Public Library, of 
New York City, against increase of tariff on books and removal 
from. free list of books thereon-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SABATH: Petition of Chicago Public Library, against 
a tariff on books for public libraries, etc.-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SLEMP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Francis 
M. Kaylor-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Memorial of Arizona legislature, 
urging statehood-to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of M. Christensen and other 
citizens of Fosston, Minn., against duty on tea and coffee-to 
the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also, protests of Oen Mercantile Company, of· Thief River 
Falls, Minn., and Beall & McGowan, of Fergus Falls, Minn., 
against proposed tax on tea and coffee-to the Committee on 
·ways and Means. 

By Mr. STURGISS: Petition of J. R. Adamson, of Onego, 
\V. Va., for a good-roads commission-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Evening Star Grange, No. 206, and others, of 
Gandeeville, W. Va., for a national highways commission-to 
the Committee on Agriculture. . 

By l\Ir. TALBOTT: Petition of Tawneytown Grange, asking 
for the enactment of a law creating a national highways com
mission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of :Medford Grange, No. 188, Patrons of Hus
bandry, favoring parcels-post and postal savings banks laws-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of citizens of Belleville, Mich., 
against passage of Senate bill 3940-to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Raisinville Grange, No. 410, of Dundee, 
Mich., favoring parcels-post and postal savings banks laws-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By 1\fr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Odin Grange, 
No. 1254, of Odin, Potter County, and Covington Grange, of 
Tioga County, both in the State of .Pen~sylvania, for a national 
highways commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. · 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of New Jersey State Horticultural 
Society, favoring legislation regulating standard and sale of 

insecticides and fungicides in interstate commerce (H. R. 
21318)-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of board of directors of New Jersey Chapter of 
American Institute of Architects, favoring integrity of the plan 
for improvement of Washington by placing the Lincoln me
morial at west end of the 1\iall-to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, petition of Hamilton Grange, No. 79, Pah·ons of Hus
bandry, of Hamilton Square, N. J., favoring establishment of 
postal savings banks and a parcels post-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SENATEG 

THURSDAY, January 28,1909. 

Prayer by ·the Chaplain, Rev. Edward E. Hale. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of l\fr. ELINT, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. FLINT presented the credentials of GEoRo·E C. PERKINS, 
chosen by the legislature of the State of California a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1909, which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. RAYNER presented the credentials of JoHN WALTER 
SMITH, chosen by the legislature of the State of Maryland a 
Senato1· from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1900, 
which were read and ordered to be filed. · 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF . CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Susan J . Keesee, administratrix of the estate of 
George R . Johnson, deceased, v . The United States ( S. Doc. No. 
685), which, with the accomp·anying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE F.ROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by 1\ir. W. J. 
Browning, its CWef Clerk, aimounced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 21957} relating to affairs in the Terri
tori~s. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 118) to enable the States of Tennessee 
and Arkansas to agree upon a boundary line and to determine 
the jurisdiction of crimes coinmi.tted on the Mississippi River 
an·d adjacent territory. . 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution ( S. C. Res. 57) of the Senate pro
viding for the counting of the electoral vote for President and 
Vice-President on February 10, 1900. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in whi<;h it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: . 

H. R. 26073. An act to legalize a bridge across the Indian 
River North, in the State of Florida; and 

H. R. 26305. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1910, and for other purposes. . 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

H. R. 4166. An act to relieve George W. Black and J. R. Wil
son from a certain judgment in favor of the United States, and 

· to relieve George W. Black, J. R. Wilson, and W. M. Newell of 
a certain judgment in favor of the United States; 

H. R. 19859. An act to provide for the payment of certain vol
unteers who rendered service in the Territory of Oregon in the 
Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and-1848; 

H. R . 2112~. An act .to provide for refunding stamp taxes paid 
under the act of June 13, 1898, upon foreign bills of exchange 
drawn between .July 1, 1898, and .June 30, 1901, against the 
value of products or merchandise actually exported to foreign 
countries and authorizing rebate of duties on antllracite coal 
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imported into the United States .from October 6 1902 to Jan-! are entitled under the Constitution our forefathers have handed down 
· ' ' to us· and 

uary-15, 1903, and for other purposes; and Wh~reas Congress has now under consideration the admission ot 
H. ll. 25405. An act to change and fix the time for holding certain Territories, all of which are urging their claims : Be it 

the circuit and district courts of the United States for the east- Re_solved, Th~t this .legi~lature as};>s that you give our :titn~ss a fair 
ern and middle districts of Tennessee. ~f~lfe~~oi~yanad'Ig; f{~~~~~~ less VItal, and grant Arizona rmmediate 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIAS. Resolved.,. That the chief clerk of the house is hereby_ instructed to 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the transmit tn.is memorial by .wire to the Hon.. MAI:K A. S:-.UTH, Arizona 

Delegate. 
legislature of Washington, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Senate joint memorial 2. By Senator Potts. 
To the Honorable the Senate 

and House of Repr·esentatives of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the senate and h<ruse of representatives of the 

State of Washington, most respectively represent: 
That whereas Alaska has no government of its own and must look 

to the Federal Legislature for all public aid and assistance, and it is 
of the highest importance that wagon roads be constructed in Alaska 
to facilitate the transportation of freight and supplies to the various 
interior mining districts, where transportation charges now run into 
hundreds and even thousands of dollars per ton; and 

Whereas the State of Washington, being nearest in point of dis
tance to Alaska, has more intimate relations of commerce than any 
other State, and directly receiyes the greatest harvest of gold flowing 
from that great district, whence it finds its way throughout the Union, 
to the great enrichment of the whole United States: 

Therefore your memorialists do pray the Congress of the United 
.States that the sum of $1,000,000 be forthwith appropriated, to be 
used under the direction of the board of road commissioners of Alaska, 
who have done most valuable work with the limited means at their 
disposal, for trunk roads in Alaska, which will speedily be followed 
by railroad construction, to the permanent deyelopment of a vast 
mineral region. 

Passed the senate January 11, 1909. 
M. E. HUY, 

President of the Senate. 

LEO V. MEIGS . 
Speaker of the House. 

Passed the bouse .January 11, 1909. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the 
legislature of the State of Washington, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
REcoRD, as follows :-
Senate joint memorial 1. By Senator Minkler. Against the removal of 

the duty on forest products. 
· Whereas the lumber industry is the leading one in the State of Wash

ington, giving employment to over 100,000 men, to whom are paid an
nually in wages the sum of $75,000,000, and has for many years been 
the mainstay of the Pacific Northwest; and 

Whoreas owners of Canadian timber lands and others are advocating 
the removal of the duty on lumber and forest products, with the view 
of transferring the lumber industry of this country to Canada ; and 

Whereas the State of Washington had a bitter experience under the 
free-trade Wilson bill a decade ago, and realizing the effect of a similar 
measure on wages and general business : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the legislature of the State of Washington, in session 
assembled, do most earnestly urge upon the Ways and Means Committee 
and Congress to retain the existing duty on forestry products ; and be it 
further 

Resolved That these resolutions be wired to the chairman of the 
Ways and :Means Committee, now in session, and to our representatives 
in Congress, and that copies be forwarded to the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House. 

Passed the senate .January 11, 1909. 

Passed the house January 11, 1909. 

M. E. HUY, 
Presi.dent of the senate. 

LEO V. Mmos, 
Speaker of the H ou.Be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Society of Civil Engineers of the United States, praying that an 
appropriation be made for the construction of a machine capable 
of testing to destruction full-size compression members of large 
dimensions, which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Takoma Park Citizens' 
Association of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against 
any further time being devoted to the investigation relative to 
the price of gas in the District of Columbia or as to its d:l.nger
ous qualities, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia. · 

1\lr. TELLER. I present a telegram addressed to the Dele
gate from Arizona, which I desire to have read to the Senate. 
It is a memorial of one house of the legislative assembly of 
Arizona. I have had it copied, so that the Secretary may read 
it. I ask to have it read and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read and referred 
to the Committee on Territories, as follows : 

[Copy of telegram.] 

Hon. 1\.!ABK A. SMITR, 
PHOENIX, Anrz., January 25, 1909. 

Delegate to Congress ft·om Arizona~ Washmgton, D. 0. 
House memorial No. 1. 

To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representat·ives, Washington, D. 0.: 

Your memorialists, the twenty-fifth legiBI.ative assembly of the Ter-
ritory of Arizona, most respectfully represent that . 
unfo~e~fasst!t~~o~:st~ ~{f.'hg auath~dri~ht~af~ ~\iicbrA~erf~~e cfttz~~ 

BEN R. CLARK, Ohief Olerk. 

. Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented sundry affidavit , to accompany 
the bill ( S. 6755) granting an increase of pension to Wilbert B. 
Teters, which were referred to the Committee on Pen ions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Local Branch, Rail
way Postal Clerks' Association, of Peoria, lll., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation providing for the retire
ment of superannuated employees in the railway postal clerks' 
classified service, which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of sundry cith:e."ls of Richmond 
and Warren, in the State of Maine, praying for the pas age of 
the so-called "rural parcels-post" and "postal savings banks" 
bills, which were referred to the Comniittee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry affidavits to accompany the 
bill ( S. 8619) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
Sloggy, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Business League of St. 
Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of legisl.ation 
to prohibit the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulter
ated, misbranded, or falsely graded naval stores, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Naval Aff.airs. 

Mr. PILES. I present a memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Washington, in favor of an appropriation of $1,000,000 
to be made for the construction of public roads in the Territory 
of Alaska. I ask th.at it be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presented to the Senate 
a memorial, which is evidently a duplicate of the memorial 
just presented by the Senator from Washington, and it was 
ordered printed in the RECoRD. Does the Senator desire to have 
this memorial also printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. PILES. I do not care to have it duplicated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 

the Committee on Territories. 
.Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 

Territory of Hawaii, praying for the enactment of legislation 
subsidizing American ships to an extent which will enable them 
to compete on even terms with those of foreign nations, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HJJ)YBURN presented a joint memorial of the legislature 
of the State of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 3. By Anderson. 
To the Congress of the Urn ted States: 

Your memorialists, the legislature of the State ot Idaho, do urgently 
request that your honorable body do, before adjournin~, pass a general 
appropriation blll making appropriations for continrung the improve
ments now being made on the Columbia and Snake rivers. 

The secretary of state is hereby directed to forward a copy ot this 
memorial to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

This house joint memorial No. 3 passed the house of representatives 
on the --- day of ---, 1909. 

p AUI· CLA.GSTONE, 
Speaker ot the House of Representatives. 

This house joint memorial No. 3 passed the senate on the 13th day 
of January, 1909. 

L. H. SWEETSER, 
President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. - orig
inated in the house of representatives of the legislature of the State of 
Idaho during the tenth session. 

JAMES H. WALLIS, 
Ohiet Olerl~ ot. the House of Representatives. 

[Certificate of certified copy.] 
STATE OF IDAHO, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
I; Robert Lansdon, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 

certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of 
house joint memorial No. 3, by Anderson, which was filed in this office 
the 22d day of January, A. D. 1909, and admitted to record . . 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
~2~a~:;a~fo~i:~a~~tl, ~o~9o~~ Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 

[SEAL.] RoBERT LA.NSDO~, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a memorial signed by sundry 
citizens of Page and Fargo, in the State of North Dakota, re-
monstrating against the repeal of the duty on barley, wheat, 
and other grains imported from foreign countries. I ask that 
the body of the inemoi-ial be printed in the REcoRD, omitting 
the names, and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance~ 
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There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
omitting the names, as follows : 

"Whereas It has been called to our attention that efforts are being 
made to effect a reduction or elimination of import duty on barley, 
wheat, and other grains. We respectfully call your attention to the 
fact that the free importation of barley, wheat, and other grains, which 
would result from the ·elimination or material reduction of the present 
Import duty, will place the American farmer in competition with the 
peasant farmer of Russia and the cheap labor from other countries of 
the world. 

The prosperity of our Nation is largely dependent upon the success 
of our farming communities, and any attempt to reduce them to the 
level of foreign competition will prove disastrous to not only the 
farmers of the country, but also to all branches of industry dependent 
upon the agricultural masses for their existence and success. 

Therefore we resv.ectfulLv ask that you, as our Representative in Con
gress, use all possible means to prevent any reduction of the import 
duties on barley, wheat, or any other grain. 

· 1\fr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Troy, N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called "rural 
parcels-post" and "postal savings banks" bills, which were re
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Anacostia Citirens' As
sociation of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact
ment of legislation for a reduction in price of gas in the District 
of Columbia, and that the product be free from monoxide, which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Anacostia Citizens' As
sociation of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to relinquish the jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission over the street railway com
panies of. the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Canan
daigua, Vesper, Hoosick, and Rhinebeck, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the passage of the so-called " rural parcels
post" and "postal savings banks" bills, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the · Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Waterloo, N. Y., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in
toxicating liquors, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the American Prison Associ
ation of the United States, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the reception of the International Prison Congress 
to be held in Washington, D. C., in 1910, which was referred to 
the COmmittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of Robert G. Shaw Post, No. 
112, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of New Brighton, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment 
ot legislation providing for the consolidation of certain pension 
agencies throughout the country, which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Auburn, Nebr., and a petition of the Commercial Club of Ben
son, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
travel pay to railway postal clerks, which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON presented a memorial of sundry ministers 
of tl1e gospel of Wilmington, Del., remonstrating against any 
further appropriations being made providing for an increase 
of the navy, which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military .A..ffairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19893) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Shocker, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 866) thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military .A..ffairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ( S. 4029) to appoint Warren C. Beach a captain in the 
army_ and place him on the retired list (Report No. 867); and 

A bill (H. R. 4836) granting to the Norfolk County Water 
Company the right to lay and maintain a water main through 
the military reservation on Willoughby Spit, Norfolk County, 
Va. (Report No. 868). 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4931) to correct the military record of Corwin 
1\I. Holt (Report No. 869) ; and · 

A. bill (H. R. 17572) for the relief of George M. Voorhees 
(Report No. 870). 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on 'Pensions. to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 6344) granting an increase of pen
sion to J. M. Crosby, submitted an adverse report (No. 871) 
thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in
definitely. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 7879) to correct the military rec
ord of Pomeroy Parker, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
.A..ffairs, which was agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7742) to increase 
the limit of cost for purchase of site and erection of a post-office 
building at Elwood, Ind., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WETMORE on the 18th 
instant proposing to appropriate $25,000 for the establishment 
of a fish-cultural station, including purchase of site, etc., at 
some suitable point in the State of Rhode Island, intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor
ably thereon, and moved that it be printed and, with the accom
panying papers, referred to ·the .Committee on Appropriations, 
which was agreed to. 

UNION RAILROAD SUBSTATION. 

Mr. MARTIN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 26920) 
to repeal section 12 of an act entitled "An act to provide for a 
union railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes," approved February 28, 1903, and to provide for the 
location and erection of a substation on the parking at the cor
ner formed by the intersection of the east side of Seventh street 
and the south side of C street SW., in the city of Washington, 
D. C., by the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad 
Company, and to provide for the approval of the same by th_e 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to report it favor
ably without amendment. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BURROWS. That is a very important measure. Either 

time will have to be taken up now to explain it or it had better 
go· to the calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN. I hope the Senator will not object to its con
sideration. It is a House bill which has been carefully con
sidered, and it is recommended by the commissioners. It is a 
matter of great concern to people coming in here. It provides 
for just a little substation, and I hope the Senator will not 
delay it. It has been carefully considered. 

Mr. BURROWS. The chairman of the committee--
Mr. MARTIN. The chairman of the committee is in thorough 

accord with the measure. 
Mr. BURROWS. I understand the chairman of the com

mittee says that he thinks it is a proper measure; but un
explained, it would seem to me that it would involve a. good 
deal. 

Mr. MARTIN. The chairman of the committee, I am sure, 
has given it consideration and is in thorough accord with me 
in the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera
tion of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there has been a good deal 
of controversy over the substation matter. So far as I have 
examined it I feel that this is the proper solution of the ques
tion. The House has passed the bill. I think I am correct in 
saying that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia have 
recommended it. 

Mr: MARTIN. They have. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And no one has appeared to object to it, 

so far as I know. 
Mr. MARTIN. The Commissioners of the District went to 

the premises with the representatives of the raih·oad company 
and the Member of the House from the district adjacent to 
Washington, and myself, and the matter has been adjusted to 
the complete satisfaction of everybody. 
. Mr. GALLINGER. Of all parties? 

Mr. MARTIN. Of all parties. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to know where it is located. 
Mr. MARTIN. It is located at Seventh street. The location 

at Fourteenth street was a. most unfortunate one, and the Com-
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m1ss1oners after consenting to it undertook to withdraw their 
consent because of its unsuitability. It was then taken to the 
courts and. decided that they could not withdraw their consent. 
This bill giYes the right to make the change to Seventh street, 
which is especially adapted to this purpose. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not on the Avenue? 
Mr. MARTIN. No, sir; it is not on the Avenue, but it is in 

immediate reach of the street-car service. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com

mittee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER, OREGON. 

Mr. FRYE. I report favorably from the committee several 
concurrent resolutions providing for surveys. The House Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors is now considering the question 
of surveys. Therefore I ask that these several concurrent 
resolutions may now be considered. 

First, I report the Senate concurrent resolution No. 81. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 81, submitted yesterday by 

lli. FuLTON, was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a 
survey and estimates to be made for a project of improvement of the 
Columbia River from the mouth of the Willamette River to the ocean, 
in the States of Oregon and Washington, and of the Willamette River, 
in the State of Oregon, from the city of Portland to the mouth of the 
river, with a view to securing and maintaining a uniform depth of not 
less than 30 feet at the lowest stage of water in said rivers from 
said city of Portland to the ocean, such survey and estimates to be 
reported to Congre s. 

IMPROVEMENT OF APALACHICOLA RIVER AND ST. ANDREW BAY, 
FLORIDA. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution No. 76 
be next considered. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 76, submitted by Mr. MIL
TON on the 21st instant, was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to, as follows : 

R esolved by the Senate (the House of Rez»·esentatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di
rected to cause a survey to be made of the most feasible and practical 
way ot connecting the waters of Apalachicola River and St. Andrew 
Bay, in the State of Florida, with a view to determining the ad·vantage 
best location, and probable cost of a canal connecting said waters, and 
to submit a plan and estimate for such improvement. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SOUTH BAY CHANNEL, CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. FRYE. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution No. 77 

be next considered. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 77, submitted by Mr. FLINT 

on the 22d instant, was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows : 

R esolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War is hereby au_thorlzed to cause preliminary 
examination and survey to be made of the South Bay Channel, Humboldt 
Harbor, California, with a view to the removal of obstructions to navi
gation to and from the wharf at Fields Landing. 

IMPROVEAIENT OF WILLAMETTE AND COLUMBIA RIVERS, OREGON. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution No. 78 
be now considered. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 78, submitted by Mr. BoURNE 
on the 26th instant, was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and be is hereby, directed to cause a 
survey and estimates to be made for a project of improvement of the 
Willam.ette and Columbia rivers, in the State of Oregon so as to pro
vide a 30-foot channel from Portland, Oreg., to the Pad.fic Ocean, and 
report the same to Congress. 

IMPROVEMENT OF POLSON BAY, MONTANA. 
Mr. FRYE. I ask that Senate concurrent resolution No. 79 

oo considered. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 79, submitted by Mr. CARTER 

on the 26th instant, was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows : 

Resolved by the Sena.te (the House of Representatives concur1·ing), 
That the Secretary of War ls hereby authorized to cause preliminary 
examination and survey to be made of Polson Bay Flathead Lake, 
Montana, with a view to dredging the channel and putting in piling on 
the east side thereof. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 

•Lands, to whom was referred the bill ·(S. 5900) to amend an 
act entitled "An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 

purposes," approved March 3, 1891, to report it favorably with
out amendment, and I submit a report (No. 865) thereon. I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con
sideration. It proposes to amend section 5 of the act in the 
third paragraph by striking out the word " proprietor " and in
serting in lieu thereof the words " owner in fee," so that the 
paragraph shall read when amended as follows: 

But ·no person who is the owner in fee of more than 160 acres of 
land in any State or Territory shall acquire any right under the home
stead law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or:
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8905) for the estalr 

lishment of a probation system for the District of Columbia, 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. · 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 8906) to provide for the 
retirement of certain officers on the active list of the Regular 
Army who have been passed over in promotion by officers junior 
to them in length of commissioned service, which was read 
twice by its title anQ. referred to the Committee on Military 
.Affairs. . 

1\Ir. PAYNTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8907r to 
authorize the paving of Twenty-third street NW. from S street 
to Kalorama road, and Kalorama road from Twenty-third street 
to Connecticut avenue, which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8908) granting a pension to 
Amanda Green, which was read twice by its title and refen·ed 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill ( S. 8909) granting an increase of 
pension to Woodford M. Houchin, which was read twice by 
its title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM introduced the following bills, which 
were severally read twice by their titles and, with the accom
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8910) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Hand; 

A bill (S. 8911) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Vinyard; 

A bill ( S. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Mohr; and 

A bill (S. 8913) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Roden. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill ( S. 8914) granting an increase of pension to William 
Fifer; and 

A bill (S. 8915) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Mann. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 8916) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward Waltemeyer, which was read twice by its 
title and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. RAYNER (by request) introduced a bill ( S. 8917) for the 
relief of the widow and heirs of William H. Bell, deceased, 
which was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

1\Ir. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 8918) to provide f01; 
the payment to certain Indians of .Fort Berthold Indian Reser
vation, in North Dakota, for certain horses condemned and 
destroyed by the Bureau of Animal Industry in the years 1906 
and 1907, which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. HANSBROUGH) introduced a bill (S. 8919) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Orr, which was 
read twice by its title and, with the accompanying papers, re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 8920) granting an 
increase of pension to Hiram A. Wilson, which was read twice 
by its title and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. 1\IA.RTIN introduced a bill (S. 8921) granting a pension 
to Horace G. Shull, which was read twice by its title and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 8922) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry L. Smith, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. KEA.N introduced a bill (S. 8923) granting an increase of 
pension to Catharine J. Carter, which was read twice by its 
title and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

.Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 8924) to amend an 
act entitled "An act granting to certain employees of the 
United States the right to receive from it compensation ·for in
juries sustained in the course of their employment," approved 
May 30, 1908, which was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to introduce a bill, with an explana
tory paper, and I desire Ule bill and the paper I submit to be 
published as a document. It is one of those bills which, I sup
pose, will not be reached at this session, but I want to lay the 
foundation for futUI'e proceedings. I ask that the bill and the 
memorandum submitted with it may be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill ( S. 8925) to provide for the purchase and erection of 
a large testing machine and building therefor, which was read 
twice by its title and, with the accompanying paper, which was 
ordered to be printed as a document (S. Doc. No. 686) with the 
bill, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8926) grant
ing a pension to Sarah B. Hatch, which was read twice by its 
title and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

1\Ir. NEWLANDS introduced a bill ( S. 8927) for the erection 
of a Lincoln memorial, which was read twice by its title and 
referred. to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment authorizing the Director 
of the Geological Survey to furnish copies of any photographs 
or lantern slides in the possession of the United States Geo
logical Suryey to any person, concern, or institution in the in
terest of education and the dissemination of knowledge, etc., 
intended to be proposed by. him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was rE-ferred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment relative to salaries 
of employees of the Railway Mail Service, intended to be pro
posed by him to the post-office appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. RAYNER submitted an amendment proposing to include 
the pay of draftsmen and inspectors in the annual appropriation 
for the contingent fund of the Naval Academy, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXPLORATIONS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 
268), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 3,000 copies of Explorations in Alaska, 1899, for an 
~ll·American Overland Route from Cook Inlet, Pacific Ocean, to the Yu 
kon. by First Lieut. Joseph S. Herron, Eighth Cavalry, commanding ex
pedition, War Department, Adjutant-General's office, Document No. 138, 
M. I. D., be printed for the use of the Senate. 

WRECK OF THE BATTLE SHIP " MAINE." 

The VIC_E-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States (H. Doc. No. 
1376)' which was read and referred to the Committee on Na-.al 
Affairs: 
To inc Senate and House of Representatives: 

Governor Magoon, on the eve of leaving C\lba, has expressed the 
hope that the wreck of the battle ship Maine may be removed from 
the harbor of Habana. I trust the Congress will see the wisdom of this 
suggestion and will provide for the removal of the Maine. We should 
not allow the wreck of this historic ship to remain as a possible 
danger to navigation in Habana Harbor, for this is wise from no 
standpoint. An appropriation should be made for the removal. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 21, 1.909. 

AMERICAN SUGAB REFINING COMPANY. 

Tbe VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following. 
message from the President of the United States ·(S. Doc. 
No. 687), which was read and, with the accompanying papers 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed: ' 
To the Senate: 

In accordance with my direction, the Attorney-General has forwarded 
to me the inclosed papers in response to the resolution of the Senate 
of January 22, 1909, in refel'ence to sending to the Senate "copies of 
all correspondence In the Department of Justice relating to an alleged 

violation of the act of July 2, 1890, by the American Sugar Refining 
Company in connection with an alleged loan by that company to one 
Segal, in which was pledged as security therefor a majority -of the 
capital stock of the Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Company, with voting 
power thereon~,...and under which it is alleged an agreemerrt was entered 
into that the Yennsylvania Sugar Refining Company should not engage 
in business," and I herewith transmit them to the Senate. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HousE, January 28, 1909. 

VETO MESSAGE-cOMMISSIONS OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States ( S. Doc. 
No. 688), which was read and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Senate: 

I herewith return, without approval, Senate bill No. 653, entitled 
"An act to authorize commissions to issue in the cases of officers of the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps and of the Revenue-Cutter Service re
tired with increased rank,'' for the reasons contained in the accom
panying letter of the Secretary of the Navy and memorandum of the 

. Chief of the Bureau of Navigation .. It seems to me that the showincr 
made by these documents warrants the assertion that the proposeli 
legislation would be certainly undesirable and possibly pernicious. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 28, 1909. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 26073. An act to legalize a bridge across the Indian 
River North, in the State of Florida, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

H. R. 26305. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1910, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title a;r:ul 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION OF T~S. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. · If there is no further morning 
business, the morning business is closed, and the Chair lays 
before the Senate a resolution coming over under the rule, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution No. 265, submitted yes
terday by Mr. BROWN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged from 
further consideration of the bill (S. 3186) to amend section 3224 of the 
United States Compiled Statutes so as to prevent the restraining of the 
assessment or collection of any tax, state, county, municipal, district, or 
federal, and that the same be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. '.rhe question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. I feel, Mr. President, that the Senate under
stands, as well as the members of the Judiciary Committee, 
this resolution is not directed against that committee in any 
spirit of criticism in any sense. For the chairman of that 
committee and for the membership of that committee I have 
the greatest respect as to their integrity and their ability. But, 
Mr. President, the Senate is aware that the committee is 
flooded with an avalanche -of work, including bills that are 
numberless and resolutions of inquiry that t·equire a vast vol
ume of labor. It is patent from the history of this bill, which I 
introduced a year and more ago, almost at the beginning of the 
present Congress, that we would have had some report either 
for or against the bill if the committee had had an opportunity 
to give it consideration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I merely wanted to ask the Senator, for 

the information of the Senate, so that we may understand more 
clearly, to state to the Senate the pUI'port of the bill from the 
consideration of which he asks that the committee be dis
charged, so that we will have the question in mind. 

Mr. BROWN. I expect to do that. I was simply, not in 
the way of apology, undertaking to have the Senate understand 
why the resolution is introduced and why I am pressing it. 
After the committee has had the bill since January 7, 1908, the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. FuLToN) yesterday stated in open 
Senate that he was the subcommittee appointed to give the bill 
consideration. He also stated that he did not know whether 
he was acting by himself or with some other member of the 
committee. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 
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Mr. FULTON. I trust the Senator will not insist that I was 
the subcommittee. I think I claimed to have been a part of it. 

Mr. BROWN. The language of the Senator was--
Mr. FULTON. · I do not think I claimed to be the whole 

thing. 
Mr. BROWN. The Senator said: 
The bill is one that was referred to me as a subcommittee. 

I may misunderstand the effect of that language, but I 
apprehend I have stated the fact. · 

But said the Senator: 
I am not quite certain whether there was more than one on the sub

committee or not. 

Mr. FULTON. I think the Senator will admit--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator froni Nebraska 

yield further to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 
Mr. FULTON. I simply want to remark that I think the 

Senator will now concede that I was justified in saying that I 
did not claim to be the whole work. 
· Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly; but it illustrates the situation 
of the bill which I undertook to get the judgment of the com
mittee upon and upon which I do ask the judgment of the 
Senate. For more than a year the subcommittee, a part of the 
subcommittee at least, realized that it had a bill before it. This 
resolution was offered., therefore, more in the spirit of discour
agement on 'the part of the author of the bill as to whether the 
bill will ever give any evidence of life. 

Mr. President, this bill, to my mind, an(~. I do not think I 
exaggerate, is a very important measure. I think its mere 
statement will convince the Senate, if I can have its attention 
a very few minutes, that the bill ought to be reported, and re-· 
ported favorably. With the indulgence of the Senate, I desire 

· to take just a very few minutes to state what the bill is. 
There is an existing statute now, which has been in force ever 

since 1867, which reads as follows: 
No suit for the purpose of restraining the assessment or collection 

of taxes shall be maintained in any court. 

That is the existing law to-day. The Supreme Court of thi~ 
country has decided that that is a valid statute, and that it is 
a valid limitation upon the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the country. But the Supreme Court has also decided that 
the· taxes referred to in that section are federal taxes alone. 

Now, then, the measure which I have offered proposes to leave 
the existing statute as it is and to add the words "taxes, state, 
county, municipal, and district." In other words, I ask Con
gress to fix the jurisdiction of our federal courts with the same 
limitation as to state taxes that now exists as to federal taxes. 
If there can be any valid objection to that proposition from 
any source, I have not yet heard it. 

If it be argued that it is against public policy, I have but to 
refer the Senate to the language of .Justice Miller, of the Su
preme Court, who laid down the proposition, in discussing this 
very federal statute, that it was consistent with good public 
policy, because in the nature of things the collection of taxes 
must be made when they are due and not when some court of 
equity adjtidicates that they are due. In order to sustain the 
life of the Government, taxes are collected summarily neces
sarily without the intervention of any injunctive writ from our 
own court. 

Let me say in regard to the public policy of having that rule 
as to our federal revenues, it is much stronger as to state and 
school district and municipal taxes. We have had illustration~ 
in this country of the operation of the right exercised by our 
circuit courts under the law as it exists to tie the hands of the 
tax collector in the States and the school districts and in mu
nicipalities of the several States, and that done, 1\fr. President, 
in States where there exists to-day a state statue that prohibits 
a state court from issuing a writ restraining the collection of 
state taxes. The same reason exists why the state govern
ment needs a tax when it is levied and assessed that exists for
the Federal Government having its tax collected when it_ is 
levied and assessed. 

1\Ir. President, the objection has been made that there are 
some States in this country where they do not prohibit the 
citizens of the State from going into a state court and enjoining 
the collection of taxes, and therefore we ought not to pass 
a law governing our federal courts which will apply to those 
States. 

Let me say, when that objection is made, the objector for
gets the subject-matter of this bill and the subject-matter of the 
legislation proposed. The question that I am considering now 
is the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of this country. Can 

it be·that we should have a different jurisdiction exercised by 
those courts in the different States'! Let the jurisdiction be 
uniform. If a circuit court bas the right to enjoin the collec
tion of taxes in one State, let it have the right to enjoin it in 
another. It ought to be denied the right to enjoin it in any 
State, .so long as the Government takes care of its own taxes 
and saves them from a writ of injunction. 

1\fr. President, I do not think it will be argued that Congress 
does not have the right to limit the jurisdiction of those courts. 
The original act of j-urisdiction, passed more than a hundred 
years ago, provided limitations one after another. In some 
cases the court was given jurisdiction and in others denied. 

That was the judgment of Congress then· of its power to fix 
and limit the jurisdiction of the inferior courts. If we are 
not satisfied with the judgment of Congress as expressed then 
and many times since, I ask objecting Senators if they will be 
satisfied with the judgment of our courts who· have themselves 
said that they have such jurisdiction as Congress gives them 
and none other? 

Mr. President, I do not care to express in · detail the reasons 
why this bill should be passed at this moment. But I do con
fess to you, Senators, that I have a conviction that this is one 
of the statutes that Congress ought to pass. It provides that 
when a tax is assessed in one State by the taxing authori.ties of 
that State it shall not be subject to collateral attack in the 
federal courts of equity. 

I ask, Mr. President, in connection with the few remarks I 
ha>e made, to submit a memorandum of authorities on the law 
questions involved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The rna tter referred to is as follows : 
Existing law denies to the federal court the power to enjoin the 

assessment or collection of taxes, as follows: 
" No suit for the purpose of restraining the assessment or collection 

of taxes shall be maintained iu any court." (U. S. Comp. Stats., 
sec. 3224.) 

This section has been held by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to apply alone to federal taxes. (Wells v. Central Vt. R. R. 
Co., 14 lllatchford, 426.) 
ta~l~~~ f'srofo7r;~s ~ill amends the above section so as to apply to all 

" No snit for the purpose of restraining the assessment or collection 
of taxes, state, county, tnttnicipaE, district, or fedemE, shall be main
t~ined in any court." 

THE SUMMARY COLLECTIO~ OF TAXES IS NECESSARY TO THE LIFE OF THE 
GOVERNMENT, STATE AS WELL AS FEDERAL. 

The Government for its own existence has the power to levy and 
collect taxes. They are collectible when due, not when a court of 
equity shall have investigated and adjudicated thei!· validity. 

On this question the Supt·eme Court said in Cheatham v . United 
States (92 U. S., 85) : "If there existed in the courts, state or na
tional, any general powet· of impeding or controlling the collection of 
taxes or relieving the hardship incident to taxation, the very existence 
of the Government might be placed in the power of a hostile judiciary." 

Again, in the State Railroad Tax cases (92 U. S., 575), Mr. Justice 
Miller, speaking for the court, said : 

" The Government of the United States has provided, both in the 
. customs and in the internal revenue, a complete system of corrective 
justice in regard to taxes imposed by the General Government, which 
in both branches is founded upon the idea of appeals within the execu
tive departments. If the party aggrieved does not obtain satisfaction 
in this mode, there are provisions for recovering tax after it has been 
paid by suit against the collecting officer. But there is no place in 
this system for an application to a court of justice until after the 
money is paid. 

" That there might be no misunderstanding of the universality of this 
principle, it was expressly enacted, 1n 1867, that 'no suit for the pur
pose of restraining the assessment or collection of any tax shall be 
maintained in any court.' (Rev. Stat., sec. 3224.) And though this 
was intended to apply alone to taxes levied by the United States. it 
shows the sense. of Congress of the evils to be feared if courts of jus
tice could, in any case, interfere with the process of collecting the 
taxes on which the Government depends for its continued existence. 
It is a wise policy. It is founded on the simple philosophy derived 
from the experience of ages that the payment of taxes has . to be en
forced by summary and stringent means against a reluctant and often 
adverse sentiment; and to do this successt.ully, other instrumentalities 
and other modes of procedure are necessary than those which belong 
to a court of justice.'' 

If the rule announced above by the Supreme Court is. correct and 
just when applied to the federal taxes. what reason exists for not apply
ing it to state taxes? 

II. 

llOARDS OF EQUALIZATION AND ASSESSMENT ACT JUDICIALLY AND THEIR 
JUDGMENTS SHOULD NOT BE SL'BJECT TO COLLATERAL ATTACK IN 
COU.RTS OF EQUITY. 

'!'he rule is well established throughout the several state and fed
eral jurisdictions of the country that an assessment and equalization 
board acts judicially when it determines the value of property for tax
ation purposes. Its determination of value is a judicial finding; its 
judgment stands as the judgment of a court and can not be im
peached or set aside except for fraud or want of jut·isdiction. Com·ts 
have no power to revise an assessment of a legally constituted assess
ment board because of an alleged error in valuation. The question ot 
value is for determination by the board of assessors and not by the 
courts. If the judgment of the assessing board is the result of au in· 
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vestigation and ~ consideration of the subject-matter ln good faith, ~t 
is final and conclusive upon both the State and. the taxpayer, and. Is 
not subject to collateral attack. I~ order to gn:e a court o~ eqUity 
jurisdiction in a collateral . proceedrng to ascertam the validity of a 
tax assessment one of two things mw:;t clearly appear-either fraud or 
a want of" jurisdiction. 

"Cour-ts have no power to revise assessments made by the boards 
of assessors an1J. approved or revised by the board of review upon the 
ground that thuse parties fell into an error of judgment in estimating 
the value of the property." (Loewenthal v. People, 192 ill., 222.) 

" Th-ough an undervaluation appears, an assessment will be sus
tained where it can not be said to be so excessive as to warrant a 
finding that it was not honestly made and was known to be excessive." · 
(Keokuk Bridg;e Co. v. People, 186 ill., ,267:) . . 

"Decision ()f the state board of equalization is quasi judicial in its 
nature, and on application for judgment for unpaid taxes such decision 
can be assaile.d only for fraud or want of jurisdiction." (Connecting 
R. Co. v. PecJple, 119 Ill., 182.) 

" The taxing power is lf'.gislative and political in its nature, and is 
not under the judicial power of the State ; and the courts · can not 
interfere unl ess the tax is void, because · levied with'Out power· on the 
part of the officers executing the revenue laws. It devolves upon the 
generai assembly to provide the revenue and the means for its levy 
and rollection, without interfel'enee of either of the other depart
ments. As long as officers aroe acting under the law in impusing and 
collecting taxes, the courts will not interfere, but when they tran
scend their powers and act without warrant {).f law, tbe courts may 
give reUe!. Hence, if the legally constituted board of equalization 
have a.cted within the scope of their authority, and if they have rea
soned incorr~ctly and erred in judgment, we have no power to review 
and oorrect th~ir actions. They are empoweJ:ed by law to fix th~ 
value of the property of corporations for taxation, and we can afford 
no relief, even if the rule s that govern them are not such as commend 
themselves to our n'Otlons of the best means of ascertaining their 
value." (Ottawa Glass Co. v. McCaleb, 81 Ill., 562.) 

"The action of a county board of equalization is not subjeet to col
lateral attack, by injunction or otherwise, unless the assessment is 
void, and not merely · erroneous. Such board is a quasi judicial tri
bunal, and binds every one within its jurisdiction." (Jones -v_ Rush
ville National Gas Co., . 135 Ind., 595.) 

" When a county board <>f review obtains jurisdiction o-ver the person 
of a taxpayer whose list is called in question, by virtue of notice pro
vided by the statute, or upon appearance of the taxpayer whose list is 
called in question, its action or decision in the matter, whether right 
or wrong, is binding upon him until set aside or vacated by an _appeal 
or some other direct, authorized proceeding, and he will not be permit
ted to assail the same in .a court of equity/' (Sen-our v. Matchett, 140 
Ind., 636.) 

Aside from the authorities above quoted the rule has been recognized 
by every text-book writer on equity. Mr. High, in his valuable work 
on injunctions, has given a great deal of space to the discussion of when 
a court of equity may interfere to revise or set aside the findings of the 
assessment board. He lays down the general rule that· equity will not 
interfere by injunction. with the tax which is alleged to be illegal merely 
because it is ,a hardship or is too high. (High on Injunctions, vol. 1, 
sec. 485; Haywood v. Buffalo, 14 N. Y., 534; Burns v. Mayor, 2 Kans., 
454; McPike v. Pew, 48 Mo., 525; Warden v. Supervisors, 14 Wis., 618; 
Clark V- Ganz, 21 Minn., 387; City Coundl v. Sayre, 65 Ala., 564. ) 

" Nor will equity interfere by injunction with the enf()rcement or 
-collection of taxes because of irregularities, Illegalities, 'Or errors in the 
assessment of the tax, or in the proceedings incident to its collection, 
ur in the execution of the power conferred upon taxing officers; but in 
aU such cases the taxpayer seeking relief will be left to pursue his 
remedy nt law." (High on · Injunctions, vol. 1, sec. 486.) 

Of the authorities cited by the author to sustain the rule, the follow
ing may be cited: O'Neal v. Virgiliia (18 Md., 1) ; Warden v. Super
visors (14 Wis., 618); Macklot v. Davenport (17 Ic;>wa, 379) ; Exchange 
Bank v. Hines (3 Ohio St., 1) ; Jackson v. Detroit {10 Mich.~ 248); 
Hallenbeck v. Hahn (2 Nebr., 377) ; Challis v. Commissi<>ners '(15 Kans., 
49) ; Supervisors v. Jenks (65 Ill., 275); Brown v. Herron {59 Ind, 61); 
Western R. Co. ·v. Nol-an (48 N. Y., 513). 

" The excessive valuation 'Of property is an irregularity where the 
assessing officers had jurisdiction and acted in good faith." · (Stanley -v. 
Albany Co., 121 U. S., 535; Henne v. Los Angeles Co .• 59 Pac., 780; 
Columbia Savings Bank v . Los Angeles Co., 137 Cal., 467; Senour 11. 
Mitchett, 140 ·Ind., 636; Collins v. Keokuk, 118 Iowa, 30; · Burlington 
Gas Light Co. 1.1. Burlington, 101 Iowa, 458; Harrington v. Gllddon, 179 
Mass., 486 ; Detroit Street Railway v. Detroit, 125 Mich., 673 ; Clark v. 
Stearns Co., 66 Minn., -304; People v. Adams, 125 N. Y., 411; Bratton v. 
Johnson, 76 Wis., 4-30.) . 

In Collins v. Keokuk (118 Iowa, 30; 91 N. W., 791), supra, the 
supreme court of Iowa said : 

"That overassessment is an irregularity which will not render a tax 
void, has been repeatedly held. In Nugent v. Bates (51 Iowa, 77) we 
said : 'The assessment may have been for too much. If so, it was 
enoneous merely, and not void.' In the Missouri Valley Bridge case 
(74 Iowa., 284) we followed the same rule, saying: 'It may be eon
ceded that the assessment was erroneous--that is, the value of the 
bridge was fixed by the assessor at m()re than it should ha-ve been, 
but this simply shows it to have been .an overassessment, and in such 
case the remedy of the taxpayer ls to apply for its correction to the 
board of equalization.' " 

In speaking of the power of the court to enjoin on account of an 
overassessment, the supreme court of Iowa in the same case says: 

"It is argued that this remedy is inadequate, because there is no pro
vision for an appeal, and plaintiff is thereby deprived of a constitu
tional right. There is no claim made, however, that plaintifE did not 
have timely . notice of the assessment or that he ever sought relief 
therefrom at the hands of the -equalizing board; and he can not pro
ceed upon the assumption that such board would not have done justice 
in the matter or that there would have been any occasion for the ex.er
cise of the right of appeal had such ri~ht been given. On the con
trary, the presumption, if any, must be that any excess in the assess
ment of plaintiff's property would have been remitted by the board 
upon the propel' showing made; but we do not think that it has ever 
been held ~:l.t, because a right of app~al from the finding o! an equal
ization board is not given by law, a tax levied upon sn~_assessment 
is void. It is not necessary in due process of law that UI.e property 
holder be given the powe-.: to have an assessment reviewed by the 
court. As we have before noted, the grievance ·Of which plainti1f com
plains ·does n .ot go to the tax itself. So far .as a~pears from the record, 

the levy was by th€ proper ()ffi.cei'S, for lawful purposes, and at lawful 
rates. If the assessor, in returning the value Qf plaintiff's property, or 
the board of review in confirming it, fixed the same at an excessive or 
disproportionate value, it is inlmaterial, for the purpose of this case, 
whether the error is one of judgment or of gross incompetency or obe
dience to a void statute ; the result is the same--it is nothing more nor 
less than an irregularity in assessment, for the correction of which, as 
we have already shown, injunction will not be granted. -

" In reviewing the action Qf taxing ()ffi.cers upon bills to enjoin the 
enforcement of a tax., courts of equity are inclined to indulge the usual 
presumption in favor of the regularity and validity of the conduct of 
public officers until the contrary is shown. They will not therefore 
enj'Oin lJP(>n mere g-eneral averments that the assessment was too high. 
(High on Injunction, vol. 1, sec. 490.) 

" In many of the States of the eonntry diiierent tribunals or boards 
of equalization are provided by law, whose functions consist in hearing 
complaints of persons aggrie-ved, adjusting inequalities among differ
ent taxpayers, and equalizing the burdens of taxation among the dif
ferent persons subject thereto; and qnesti()ns of such practical im
portance frequently occur in determining how far the action of sueh 
boards or officers may form the foundation for relief by injunction 
against the enforcement of taxation. The fundamental principle 
applieable to such cases is that a court of equity is not a court of 
errors to review the acts of public officers in the assessment and col
lection of taxes, nor will it revise their decision upon matters within 
thek discretion if they have acted honestly. (High on Injunctions, 
vol. 1, sec. 493 ; Livingston v . Hollenbeck, 4 Barb., 9; Clinton's 
Appeal, 56 Pa. St., 315 ; O'Neal 'V. Virginia B. Co .. 1~ Md., 1 ; Porter v . 
Rockford, R. I. R.. Co., 76 Ill., 561 ; Mcintyre v. Town of White Creek, 
43 Wis., 620; Union Trust Co. v. Weder, 96 Ill., 346; Haywood v. 
Buffalo, 14 N. Y., 534..) 

"Equalization of assessments has, for its general purpose, to bring 
the assessments of different parts of a taxing district to the same rela
tive standard, so that no one of the parts may be compelled to pay a 
disproportionate part ()f the tax. To accomplish this purpose assess
ment rolls are equalized by county boards, boards of supervisors or 
commissioners, and the aggregate Qf the county assessments by a state 
board established for the purpcse.. This is not done by ehanging indi
vidual assessments, but by fixing the aggregate sum for the several 
districts at what, in the opinion of the ward, they should be, so that 
general taxes may be levied according to this determination instead of 
on the assessor's footings. These boards act judicially in equalizing, 
and their decision is conclusive. (Cooley on Taxation, vol. 1, 3d ed., 
p. 784.) 

u To :sustain the abo-ve rule Judge Cooley cites Union Coal Co. 17. 
Campbell ( 48 La .. -\.n., 1350) ; New York v. Davenport (92 N. Y., 604) ; 
Brown 1J. Oneida Co. (103 Wis., 14.9) ; Grand Rapids v. Welleman (85 
Mich., 234)." · 

The Supreme Court of tlle United States has by an uninterrupted 
line of decisions given its sanction to the rule that an assessment board 
aets judicially, and that its judgment is not open to collateral attack on 
the ground of overvaluation alone. It is essential that either fraud or 
want of jurisdiction must appear before a court of equity will revise the 
judgment of the state board ()f equalization and assessment. In State 
Railroad Tax cases, decided by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
the court, speaking through Mr. Justice Miller on this question, said: 

... As we do not know on what evidence the board acted in regard to 
these railroads, or whether they did not act on knowledge which they 
possessed themselves, and as all valuation of property is more or less 
matter of _opinion, we see no reason why the opinion of this court, or 
of the circuit court, should he better, or should be substituted for that 
of the board, whose cpinion the law has declared to be the one to govern 
in this matter. * * • Let us suppose that the complaints made 
in these cases were well founded; that the mode adopted by the board 
of equalizati-on to ascertain the -value of the franchise and capital 
stock is not the best mode ; that it produces unequal and unjust results 
in some cases; that the same is true of the mode of ascertaining the 
basis of assessment for the taxation of municipalities ; that the board 
of equalization increased the entire assessment <>B each company with
out sufficient evidence ; in short, let us suppose that in these and many 
other respects the proceedings were faulty and illegal; does it follow 
that in evel'y such case a eourt of equity will restrain the collection of 
the tax by injunction? '* • • It has been repeatedly decided that 
neitheT the mere illegality of the tax complained of n-or its injustice, 
nor irregularity, of themselves, give the right tG an injunction in 1'1 
court of equity_ * * • We do not prop()Se to lay down in these 
cases any absolute limitations of the powers of a court of equity in 
restraining the wllecti'On of illegal taxes, but we may say that, in 
addition to illegality, hardship, or irregularity, the case must be brought 
within some of the recognized foundati-ons of equitable jurisdiction, and 
that mere errors or excess of valuation, or hardship or injustice of the 
law, or any other grievance which can be remedied by a suit at law, 
either before or after payment of taxes, will not justiJy a court of 
equity to interpose by injunction to stay collection of a tax. One of the 
reasons why a court should not thus interfere, as it would in any 
transaction between individuals., is that it has no power to apportion 
the tax or to make a new assessment, or to direct another to be made 
by the proper 'Officers of the State. These officers, and the manner in 
whkh they shall exercise their functions., are wholly beyond the power 
of the court when so acting. The levy of taxes is not a judicial func
tion. Its exercise, by the constitutions of all the States, and by the 
theory of our English origin, is strictly legislative. (Heine v. Levee 
Commissioners, 19 WalL, 660.) • • * If there be an excessive esti
mate of the value of the franchise or capital stock, ()r both, it is by an 
error of judgment in the officers to whose judgment the law confided 
that matter; and it does not lie with the court to substitute its O'l'n 
judgment for that of the tribunal expressly created for that purpos!.'" 
(State Railroad Tax Cases, 92 U. S., 575.) 

In Pittsburg Railway Co. v. Backus (154 U. S., 421,), the Supreme 
Court of the Nation again approves the doctrine announced by Justice 
Miller in the state railroad cases above referred to. The opinion of 
the Backus case is by Mr . .Justi-ce Brewer, and in speaking of the ques
tion befor~ us here, he said, among other things : 

"The true cash value of the plaintiff's .property in the State of 
Indiana. in the year 1891 waS' a question <Jf fact, the det~rminatiun 
of which for the purposes of taxation was given to the special tribuaa.I, 
the state board. · Whenever a question of fact is thus submitted to 
the determination of a special tribunal, its decision creates something 
m-ore than a mere presumption of fact, and if such determination 
comes into inquil'y before the courts it can not be overthrown by 
evidence going only to sh<lW· that the fact was otherwise than so 



fl504 CONGRESSION .AL RECORD-SEN ATE. JANUABY 28, 

found and determined. Here the question determined by the state 
board was the value of certain property. That determination can not 
be overthrown by the testimony of two or three witnesses that the 
valuation was other than that fixed by the board. It is true such 
testimony may be competent, and \Yas received in this case because, 
taken in connection with other testimony, it might establish fraudulent 
conduct on the part of the board sufficient to vitiate its determinations. 
It is not, however, contended by counsel that there was any actual 
fraud on the part of the board ; that the individual members thereof 
deliberately violated the obligations of their oaths of office, . and in
tentionally placed upon the property of the plaintiff a valuation they 
knew to be grossly in excess of that which it in fact bore, and did so 
with the purpose of making the plaintiff bear a greater share of the 
burden of the support of the state government than it rightfullr should. 
The contention is rather that the board made a grievous mistake in 
placing so high a value, and that it took into consideration property 
outside of the State, and gave to the property within the State a value 
apparently deduced from that without the State. • • • Is testi
mony that the value placed by the board was excessive, together with 
testimony that portions of the road outside of the State were of largely 
greater value than any similar length of road within the State, unac
companied with evidence that the board reached the value by simply 
dividing the total value of the company's property on a mileage basis, 
or that it failed to take into consideration the fact of such excessive 
value of portions outside of the State, sufficient to impeach its deter
mination? This question must be answered in the negative. No de
termination of a special board, charged under law with the duty of 
placing a value upon property, can be successfully impeached by such 
meao-er testimony." (Pittsburg R. R. Co. v . Backus, 154 U. S., 421.) 

Again in Maish v . Arizona (154 U. S., 421) the Supreme Court, 
speaking through Mr . .Justice Brewer, said : 

"A final objection is that the assessment was grossly unfair, and 
. that there was fraudulent discrimination in favor of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company. It appears that assessment of ordinary 
range cattle was fixed by the territorial board at $7.42, while one 
witness testified that their value was $6 to $6.50 per head. It also 
appears that the tel'l:'itorial board valued the railroad property at 

6,811.14 per mile, while there was testimony that to duplicate the 
roadbed and track alone would cost from $21,000 to $22,000 per mile; 
and appellants offered to prove that the railroad company stated to 
the board that if the valuation was fixed at about the rate which was 
fixed it would pay the taxes ; if much higher, it would resist collection 
in the courts; and that the board concluded that it was better to 
get some taxes out of the railroad company than none, ·and therefot·e 
fixed the value at the sum named. 

" There is nothing tending to show that the board, in fixing the 
value of cattle at $7.42, acted fraudulently or with any wrongful in
tent, or that that valuation was not the result of its deliberate judg
ment upon sufficient consideration and abundant evidence; and it 
would be sh·ange, indeed, If an assessment .could be set aside because a 
single witness is found whose testimony is that the valuation was 
excessive. No assessment could be sustained if it depended upon the 
fact that all parties thought the valuation placed by the assessing board 
was correct. Something more than an error of judgment must be 
shown-something indicating fraud or misconduct. Neither is the 
fact that an officer of the railroad company came before the board and 
declared its willingness to pay taxes on a certain valuation and its 
intention to resist the payment of taxes on any higher valuation suffi
cient to impute fraudulent conduct of the board, although it finally 
fixed the valuation at the sum named by the railroad company. It 
appears from the testimony of one of the members of the equalization 
board that it was guided largely by the valuation placed in other 
States and Territories upon railroad property, and that from such val
uation as well as that given by the railroad company, it made the 
assessment at something like the average of the valuation of railroads 
in .the various States and '.rerritories named. It is unnecessary to de
termine whether this board erred in its judgment as to the value of 
this property, whether it would no.t have been better to have made 
further examination and taken testimony as to the cost of construc
tion, present condition, etc. Matters of that kind ar~ ~eft largely to 
the discretion and judgment of the assessing and equahzmg board, and 
if it has acted in good faith its judgment can not be o_verthrown." 
(Pittsburg C. R. Co. v. Backus. 154 . S., 421-435.) 

Again, the Supreme Court in Adams Express Co: v. Ohio State 
Auditor (165 U.S., 194), affirmed the above rule, saymg: 

"We have said nothing in relation to the contention that t~ese 
valuations were excessive. The method of appraisement prescribed 
hv the law was pursued and there was no specific charges of fraud. 
The general rule is well settled that whenever a question of fact is 
thus submitted to the determination of a special tribunal, its decisio'n 
creates something mol'e than a mere presumption of fact ; and if such 
determination comes into inquiry before the courts it can not be over
thrown by evidence going only to show that the fact was otherwise 
than as so found and determined." (Pittsburg C. R. Co. v. Backus, 
154 U. S., 434; Western Union Telegraph Co. v. Taggart, 163 U. S., 1.) 

In line with the above authorities the circuit court of the United 
States for the middle di trict of Tennessee in a recent case elaborated 
the principle of the authoritie. quoted above. It is the case of Taylor 
v. Loui ville & N. R. Co., reported in 31 C. C. A., 537. From the bill 
of complaint filed in the case it appears that the plaintiff sought to re
strain the members of the state board of equalization of Tennessee from 
cE:'rtifying the tax valuation of the railroad company to the several tax 
collectors of the R!5 counties through which the road ran. The bill con
tained two grounds upon which was based the right to the writ, to wit: 
(a) Exces ive valuation of its own property; (b) undervaluation of 
other property in the State ; and therefore a violatio~I: of the uniformity 
provision of the constitution. The first ground standmg alone was held 
insuffic ient, and on this point the court said: 

" It is well settled that a suit to enjoin the collection of a tax will 
not be entertained in courts of equity-at least in those of the United 
States-in which the sole ground set forth in the bill is that the tax 
is illegal or excessive. It mu t appear in addition that the circum
stances make the wrong about to be inflicted of such a peculiar charac
ter tb.at the remedies in a court of law are inadequate, and so bring 
the case under some recognized head of equity jurisdiction." (Ogden 
City 1:. Armstrong, 168 U. S., 224; Express Co. v. Seibert, 142 U. S., 

~f) ~-.A~f~; vE:;:~e;~·kl~3~. uGe~i!g~t~~~~~wNalf~· 5~7 f~~!n~~· J~~ 
cago, 11 Wall., 108; Taylor v. L. & N. R. Co., 31 C. C. A., 544.} 

Speaking further on the matters considered by the board in deter
mining the value of property for taxation, the court said at page 547 
of the saree case : 

"It is sufficient to say that we find nothing In the evidence that was 

before the two boards which they might not properly consider ur..der 
the laws of Tennessee, as circumstances to aid them in reaching a con. 
elusion as to the value of that part of the railroad of complainant 
lying in Tennessee. Nor do we discover anything in the record to in
dicate that such evidence was wrongly applied. We do not find nnv
thing in the record or affidavits affirmatively showing that the bo:~rds 
have included in their assessments property of the complainant not in 
Tennessee, and the defendants in their report of the assessment and in 
their answer expressly deny that any such property was included. 
The exclusion of certain expert evidence to show how unreliable a 

. standard of value are market reports of stocks and bonds we do not 
regard as material. Even if this were a direct proceeding to re
view the action of the defendants, as upon eiTor (which it is not) 
the ruling could hardly be the subject of criticism ; for the matters 
touched upon in the affidavits were matters of general knowledge, which 
the defendants and the assessors might be presumed to know. The 
relevancy of such items of evidence as the market value of bonds and 
stocks, and the amount of gross earnings and the net earnings, in reach
ing a conclusion as to the value of a railroad or telegraph line, has 
been so often recognized by the supt·eme Court of the United States 
that we need not discuss it. {Railroad v Backus, 154 U. S., 424; 
Henderson Brid~e Co. v. Kentucky, 166 U. S., 150; Adams Express Co. v . 
Ohio State Auditor, 165 U. S., 194; 166 U. S., 185.) It is contended 
that the law of Tennessee, as declared by its supreme court, is that 
each line of railroad must be valued by itself and not as part of a sys
tem, and therefore that the unit theory, upon which the foregoing de· 
cisions were based, has no application to Tennessee. If this be true, it 
only reduces the size of the unit, but it does not destroy every evidential 
bearing of stock and bond values upon the value of railroad property: 
and we must presume in a collateral attack upon the action of the 
board, such as · this is, in the absence of any showing to the contrary, 
that, within the limits of the reasonable discretion and judgment vested 
in the defendants, they gave proper consideration to the Tennessee rule, 
if it differs from the general rule, in weighing and applying the evi
dence of stock and bond values to the lssue before them." (Taylor v; 
L. & N. R. R. Co., 31 C. C. A., 547.) 

To summarize, the above authorities hold : 
First. Assessors and boat·ds of equalization act judicially. 
Second. '!'heir judgments are not subject to collateral attack in courts 

of equity, except for fraud or want of jurisdiction. 
Third. They are vested by law with the duty and power to ascertain 

and determine a question of fact, and such decision when made amount!:; 
to more than a mere presumption that the fact exists, and therefore 
can not be overthrown in a collateral attack by evidence tending to 
show that the fact was otherwise than found and determined by them. 

It is the purpose of the bill under consideration to give the same 
vitality to these rules of equity in relation to state taxes that is now 
given them by existing law in relation to federal taxes. 

III. 

IT IS WITHIN THE POWER OF CONGRESS TO FIX THE JURISDICTIOX OF 
FEDERAL, DISTRICT, A.ND CIRCUIT COURTS. 

It will be observed that the amendment simply extends existing law 
to all taxes. Congress declared in the original section that no court 
should have jurisdiction to restrain the assessment or collection of 
federal taxes. It will not be argued that the original section does any 
injustice to either the Federal Government or the federal taxpayer. 
And for the same reason it can not be consistently urged that the 
amendment proposed would be unfair to either the State or the state 
taxpayer. · 

But with the justice of the proposed amendment conceded, still its 
enactment is opposed by some on the ground that the amendment con
travenes the Constitution and is beyond the competency of Congress 
to. pass. 

A consideration of this question in the light of legislative and judicial 
precedent eliminates the objection. 

The objection involves a sinn-le proposition, namely, the power of 
Cono-ress to limit the jurisdiction of courts which it is authorized by 
the Constitution to create. 

The circuit and district courts of the United States are creatures of 
the Federal Government. They are Congress-made institutions. From 
no other source do they obtain either power or jurisdiction. Congress 
created them. Congress can destroy them. This doctrine is sustained 
by Congress itself. For a century and more Congress has been engaged, 
from time to time, in changing the jurisdiction of these courts. 

LEGISLATIVE PRECEDENTS. 

Chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States contains 
the law fixing the original jurisdiction of the circuit courts. Section 

·629, the first section of said chapter, confers upon the circuit courts 
jurisdiction as follows: 

" The circuit courts shall have original jurisdiction as follows : First, 
of all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity where the 
matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, exceeds the sum or valu~ of $500, 
and an alien is a party, or the suit is between a citizen of the State 
where it is brought and a citizen of another State : Pt·ovided, That no 
circuit court shall have cognizance of any suit to recover the contents 
of any promissory note or chose in action in favor of an assignee, 
unless a suit might h'ave been prosecuted in such court to recover the 
said contents if no assignment 'had been made, except in cases of for
eign bills of exchange." 

It will be observed that the paragraph quoted contains in its pro
visions a limitation of jurisdiction. This law was passed in Septem
ber, 1789, and has remained the law of the land to the present day.
conclusive evidence of the judgment of Congress that it had the power 
to limit the jurisdiction of inferior courts. 

Paragraph 4 of section 629 contains another limitation. The para
graph is as follows : 

" Fourth. Of all suits at law or in equity, arising from any act pro
viding for revenue from imports or tonnage, except civil causes of 
admiralty and maritime jurisdiction, and seizures on land or on waters 
not within admiralty and maritime jurisdiction, and except suits for 
penalties for forfeitures ; of all causes arising under any law providing 
internal revenue; and of all causes arising under the postal laws." 

Paragraph 13 of said section also contains a limitatfon, as follows : 

th~?~ir~i:~t~hr ~r P~~!siJi~i ~~ vfc0e':fre~fJ:~i~1Ifep~~s~~fatl!\;eor en:re: 
gate in Congress, or member of a state legislature, authorized by law 
to be brought, wherein it appears that the sole question touching the 
title to such office arises out of the denial of the right to vote to any 
citizen offering to vote, on account of race, color, or previous condition 
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of servitude: Provided, That such jurisdiction shall extend only so far 
as to determine the nghts of the parties to such office by reason of 
the denial of the right guaranteed by the Constitution of the United 
Rtates, and secured by any law to enforce the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote in all the States." 

Likewise paragraph 20 of said section, which reads as follows : 
"Twentieth. Exclusive cognizance of all crimes and offenses cogniz. 

able under the authority of the United States, except where it is or may 
be otherwise provided by law, and concurrent jurisdiction with the 
district courts of crimes and offenses cognizable therein." 

Section 630 of said chapter recognizes the power of Congress to con
trol jurisdiction of the inferior· courts. This section is as follows : 

"SEc. 630. The circuit courts shall have jurisdiction in matters in 
bankruptcy, to be exercised within the limits and in the manner 
provided by law." 

Section 725 of said chapter deals with the jurisdiction of circuit 
courts on the subject of contempt and limits the court's jurisdiction to 
punish this offense. The section is as follows : 

" SEC. 725. The said courts shall have power to impose and admin
ister all necessary oaths, and to punish, by fine or imprisonment, at 
the discretion of the court, contempts of their authority : P1·ovided, 
That such power to punish contempts shall not be construed to extend 
to any cases except the misbehavior of any person in their presence, 
or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, the 
misbehavior of any of the officers of said courts in their official trans
actions and the disobedience or resistance of any such officer, or by 
any party, juror, witness, or other person, to ·any lawful writ, process, 
order·, rule, decree, or command of the said courts." 

Section 723 of this chapter forbids the institution in equity of any 
suit in either of the cout·ts of the United States where a plain, ade
quate, and complete remedy at law exists. The section is as follows: 

·• SEc. 723. Suits in equity shall not be sustained in either of the 
courts of the United States in any case where a plain, adequate, and 
complete remedy may be bad at law." 

So it must be concluded that in the judgment of Congress during 
the life of the Republic it has had the power to deal with the jurisdic
tion of its federal courts, enlarging or subtl'acting therefrom as in its 
judgment the public good required. It is therefore indisputable that 
Congress has the power to-day, at least in its own judgment, if it sees 
fit to exercise it, to withhold from the circuit court and the district 
court the power to stay the collection of State taxes by injunction. 

JUDICIAL PRECEDENTS. 

Whatever power Congress bas to fix the jurisdiction of federal courts 
is del'iverl from section 1, article 3, of the Constitution, which reads as 
follows: . 

"The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Su
preme Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time 
to time ordain and establish. The judges, both of the supreme and 
inferior courts, shall hold their offices during good behavior, and shall, 
at stated times, receive for their services a compensation which shall 
not be diminished during their continuance in office. 

In obedience to this provision of the Constitution, Congress passed the 
judiciary act of 1789 heretofore mentioned. Obviously the power to 
pass the act implies the power to amend or even repeal it. The question 
admits of <no other logic . 
. It may be said that the courts themselves have uniformly recognized 

the power of the legislative branch of the Government to fix their juris
diction. It has come to be the settled doctrine as announced by the 
c-ourts themselves that they are created by law for the purpose of en
forcing not their own will but the will of the legislative branch of the 
Government. This doctrine was announced by Mr. Chief Justice Miller 
in Osborne v. Bank of United States (9 Wheat. R., 866), in the following 
language : . 

"Judicial power, as contradistinguished from the powers of the law, 
bas no existence. Courts are the mere instruments of the law ; they can 
will nothing. * * ~ Judicial power is never exercised for the pur
po e of giving effect to the will of the judge ; but always for the purpose 
of giving effect to the will of the legislature, or, in other words, to the 
will of the law." 

Mr. Justice Harlan, in R. R. Co. v. Mississippi (102 U. S., 135), said: 
" That except in the cases of which the court is given by the Consti

tution original jurisdiction, the judicial power of the United States 
is to be exercised in its original or appellate form, or both, as the 
wisdom of Congress may direct." 

This doctrine is further· sustained by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the following cases : 

Turner v . Bank of North America (4 Dallas, 10), as follows: 
" The notion has frequently been entertained that the federal courts 

derive their judicial power immediately from the Constitution; but 
the political truth is that the disposal of the judicial power, except 
in a few specified cases, belongs to Congress. If Congress has given 
the power to this court, we possess it, not otherwise ; and if Congress 
has not given the power to us or to any other court, it still remains 
at the legislative dtsposal." 

Mcintyre v. Wood (7 Cranch, 504) ; Bank of Columbia v. Oakley 
(4 Wheaton, 236); McClung v. Silliman (6 Wheaton, 598); Kendall v. 
United States (12 Peters, u24; United States v. U. P. R. R. Co-t (98 
u. s., 601). 

Also, Cary v. Curtis (3 Howard, 236). In the last-named case the 
court used the following language: 

"That the organization of the judicial power, the definition and 
distributions of the subjects of jurisdiction in the federal tribunal, 
and the modes of their action and authority have been and of right 
must be the work of the legislature. The existence of the judicial 

. act Itself with its several supplements furnishes proof unassailable 
on this point. * * * The courts of the United States are all 
limited iu their nature and constitution and have not the powers 
inherent in courts existing by prescription or by the common law." 

To conclude : The assessment and collection of federal taxes tmder 
the present law can not be enjoined in federal courts. There is no 
rea-son why the same rule should not govern the federal courts as to 
the assessment aud collection of state taxes. Congress has the power 
which is established by both legislative and judicial precedent to 
withhold the injunction remedy wherever it may determine the public 
good requires. Equity and good conscience, as well as the public good, 
suggests that the rule be uniform as to all taxes. No reason has or 
can be given for the rule which forbids an injunction as to federal 
taxes and allows it as to other taxes. It will be remembered that 
adequate remedies at law are provided in all the States and Territories 
for wrongs arising on account of illegal or invalid assessments. 'l'hc 
bill under discussion merits the approval of Congress and should be
come a law. 

XLIII--95 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. President, in view of the statement 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. FuLToN] yesterday, who said 
he had this bill and I was likely to get a report upon it, I will 
not press at this hour the resolution for a vote, but I ask to 
have it lie upon the table subject to call. 

.l\lr. FULTON. Mr. President, in Yiew of what the Senator 
from Nebraska has said, I think perhaps before the resolution 
is laid aside I should offer a word in behalf of the committee. 

The bill was, as stated, referred to a subcommittee, of which 
I was the chairman. Yesterday morning when the subject was 
mentioned I had forgotten who the other members of the sub
committee were, but the facts in regard to the matter are sub
stantially what I shall state. 

The bill was taken under consideration by the subcommittee, 
as stated by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BROWN]. It pro
poses to amend the existing law which prohibits the issuance of 
injunctions restraining the collection of taxes. It seemed to 
me that it applied not only to the ta.xes of the Federal Govern
ment, but as well to state, county, and municipal taxes. On the 
general proposition I was entirely in accord with the ~c..u.ator 
from Nebraska; but the statute as he proposes to amend it 
would prohibit injunctions being issued by the federal courts 
resh·aining the collection or assessment of taxes by state author
ities in u State which, by its public policy, permitted stn.te 
~ourts to issue injunctions in such cases. 

I suggested to the Senator that it seemed to me the bill should 
be amended so that no federal court would be authorized to 
issue an injunction restraining the collection of a state, county, 
or municipal tax within a State, where, by the laws of that 
State, state courts were not permitted to iss1.1e such writs. 

1\fr. BROWN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\Ir. FULTON. I will yield in just a second. 
The Senate can see that it would be manifestly improper and 

bad legislation to say that a resident of a State might proceed 
in a state court and enjoin the collection or assessment of a tax 
within his State against his property, but that a nonresident 
owning property within a State could not go to a federal court 
to ha\e his case tried; in other words--

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President-
l\Ir. FULTON. Just a second. 
If a nonresident has a right of action, he should not be com

pelled to go into the state courts to prosecl.lte it; he should be 
allowed to go into the federal courts to prosecute the action; 
but if the State sees fit to establish the policy of prohibiting the 
issuance of injunctions at all for the restraining of the collec
tion of taxes or the assessment of property, then it would be 
perfectly proper to prohibit the federal court from entertaining 
a suit. But if you are going to allow state courts to entertain 
the suit, then, in my judgment, you must allow the federal court 
sitting within the State to try the cases where one party is a 
nonresident of the State. 

l\lr. BROWN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\Ir. FULTON. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
1\Ir. BROWN. I want to ask the Senator from Oregon if it 

is not true that Oregon is one of the few States which does not 
haye a statute prohibiting writs of injunction of this nature in 
state courts? 

1\Ir. FULTON. I have not looked over the laws of the differ
ent States on the subject, but I know that in Oregon it is com
petent for a court to issue an injunction, on proper showing, 
restraining the collection of taxes. It is the same, also, in the 
State of Washington. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator-- . 
l\Ir. FULTON. .I will yield to the Senator in a moment. As 

I am advised by other Senators, it i&. so in different States. I 
have not looked over the different statutes to ascertain the 
policy prevailing in the respective States; but that there are 
States where it is pei:Illissible under the local law for the local 
courts to issue injunctions in such cases, it seems to me, is a 
sufficient answer to the proposition of the Senator to exclude 
jurisdiction entirely from the United Sta.tes courts. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator think that it would be an in
jury to the people of his State to have legislation which would 
compel nonresident taxpayers to resort to the same remedy as 
the people of Oregon? 

Mr. FULTON. It is not a question as to the same remedy. 
Of course they have the same remedy, and only the same 
remedy; but the court is one thing and the remedy is another. 
I am not talking about the remedy. 
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Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
that brings us to the suggestion of who of the taxpayers are 
interested in this legislation. · 

Mr. FULTON. l\Ir. President, I am not yielding the floor. 
Unless the Senator wants to ask me a question, I wish to pro
c·eed with my reasons. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. · President, the framers of the Constitu

tion realized that a nonresident of a State going into a state 
or local court might not be on an equal footing with a resident; 
and therefore it was provided in the Constitution itself that in 
controversies between citizens of different States the federal 
courts should have jurisdiction to try and determine such con
trolersies. 

I suggested to the Senator from Nebraska that he amend his 
bill so as to provide that in those States where the policy of the 
state law did not permit the issuance of injunctions by state 
courts, the United States courts within that jurisdiction should 
not issue an injunction. The Senator at :first suggested--

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President--
1\Ir. FULTON. Just a moment. 
'l'he Senator at first suggested that he thought he might be 

satisfied with an amendment of that kind. I suggested that he 
prepare it. 

The matter went on for a few days, when he told me that he 
thought he would prefer to come before the committee and ex
plain it. I told him I hoped he would. So I supposed that the 
Senator was to appear before the committee at its last meet
ing, but he did not appear. He told me afterwards-a few days 
ago and since the last meeting of the committee-that he could 
not appear; that he had decided that he wanted the bill as 
originally introduced, and did not care for an amendment. I 
then said to the Senator, "Very well," and added that I would 
bring it up before the entire committee, and the committee 
would determine what character of report should be made. 

I have only explained the natpre and character of the bill in 
order to explain my own attitude in regard to it. There has been 
no disposition on the part of the committee to prevent a report on 
the bill. As I said yesterday, I feel responsible for whatever 
of criticism the committee is subjected to because I did bring 
the bill back in rather an informal way to the committee one 
morning; but as we did not know the character of the amend
ment the Senator from Nebraska would want or would agree 
to, I was to see him, and I saw him. Our little conference 
went along for a few days. It was only, I think, the day before 
yesterday that the Senator advi ed me that he would not con
sent to any amendment. I think I am stating all the facts. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish, however, to call the attention of the 
Senator from Oregon to the fact that, in pursuance of his in
vitation to meet the committee, I tried to get into the committee 
room the other day, but I was informed by the man in attend
ance that they were busy, and from the nature of their busi
ness would be occupied most of the day. 

The Senator understands that I filed an argument with the 
committee. I have done all I could. I have made myself per
sonally obnoxious, I fear, to members of that committee by 
importuning them day after day. I have met with the sweet
est smiles, but no results. 

Mr. President, just a word about this exception and this 
amendment which the Senator proposes, which, on its face, 
would commend itself perhaps to some Senators. It must be 
remembered that the taxpayers who invoke this remedy in the 
federal courts are nonresident taxpayers, and yet their prop
erty is in the State where the tax is levied and assessed. The 
state government gives that property its protection. The state 
government makes that property secure and valuable. Those 
taxpayers, though they live outside of the state boundary, 
ought to be bound by the same rule that the man is who lives 
within the State, so long as the property of both parties is 
within the State and enjoys the blessings of the same gov
ernment. 

Not only that, but it raises the objection I mentioned, to which 
the Senator did not reply, that you desh·oy the uniformity of 
juri diction in our circuit courts. Take the eighth circuit, for 
instance. There are three States in that circuit, where we have 
statutes prohibiting injunctions in st.:'l.te courts. Now, under the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon, the circuit 
court of that circuit would have a different jurisdiction in the 
different States composing the circuit-a most ridiculous propo
sition. You might just as well suggest that the State should 
pa~;:s a law ·giving its district courts different jurisdictions in the 
different counties. We are legislating with respect to the juris
diction of federal courts. Where? In a federal district, . and 

not in a. part of it; and there can be no justification, it seems to 
me, of the propo ition to destroy the uniformity of jurisdiction 
in the States composing the circuit. 

1\Ir. FULTON. Does not th~ Senator himself propose to de
stroy uniformity? I do not think the question of uniformity is 
a very serious one, or argues much. The question is, giving a. 
party a forum for relief if he has a cause of action. In those 
cases where under the statute of a State there is no cause of 
action in a state court, I think very properly we might say that 
there shall be no cause of action in n federal court; that we 
shall not interfere with the policy of that State by allowing a 
party to go into a federal court to secure an injunction where it 
is contrary to the policy of the State to permit an injunction 
to issue out of its own courts in that character of cases; but, as 
I said before, if the St.ate sees _fit to permit injtmctions to is
sue at the prayer of its own citizens in its own courts, it strikes 
me that it would be a remarkable piece of legislation that would 
say to a nonresident, "You can not take that cause of action 
which the State itself gives you into the federal court and ha1e 
your case tried there." I do not think we ought to do it. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 

further? 
Mr. BROWN. Just a word, Mr. President. 
Mr. FULTON. I yield the floor, l\I1·. President. I think I have 

concluded. 
Mr. BROWN. Just a word in reply to the suggestion of the 

Senator from Oregon that if the State leaves its own courts 
open to these writs of injunction we ought to leave the federal 
court open. 

1\Ir. President, there is every reason why the rule should not 
prevail and be the same as to both courts. The Senator, as a 
lawyer, knows, and this Senate knows, that in a state court 
an action may be brought and determined within a reasonable 
time. Under the practice of the federal courts in these equity 
cases the testimony never is presented in some of the jurisdic
tions first hand to the trial judge. The whole matter is referred 
to a master or referee to take testimony, but this referee or 
master does not have power even to make a finding of fact nor 
a finding of law. He has _one function, and that is to take the 
testimony of witnesses who answer the questions of the lawyer. 

That taJres time, and the history, as told in the court reports 
of this country, will show that taxes have been enjoined and 
hung up in the air and kept out of the public treasw·ies by in
junction suits that have been pending-not one, not two, but 
more than three years before a final judgment was obtained. 

Not only that~ Mr. Pre ident, but the disposition of the state 
courts is not to take juri diction. I had occasion, after talking 
with my friend from Oregon, to investigate the question in con
nection with the supreme court of his State, and I do not think 
that he will ten the Senate that 1 per cent of the cases where 
that court did take jurisdiction were ever sustained. The state 
courts have a fashion of denying the writ, in the fir t place, 
unless fraud or want of jurisdiction to levy the tax appears. 
The federal courts have a fashion, under the law, when a peti
tion is filed and verified alleging a state of facts to issue a tem
porary writ. Mr. President, when the temporary writ is once 
issued, it does not avail the government of that State anything 
if the trial court dis olves the writ, because the complainant 
immediately supersedes by bond the order of dissolution and 
the case continue to pursue its pathway-a tedious one-to the 
appellate court. That is the reason the state government might 
be willing to allow its citizens in state courts to enjoin taxes, 
but it is no reason why the Government of this country should 
have one rule as to government taxes and another rule as to 
state taxes. 

1\.Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. 1\Ir. President, it is not my de ire 
to consider for a moment the merits of the bill introduced by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BRoWN]. I only rise for the 
purpose of removing, if I can, ahy impression that the Committee 
on the Judiciary has been negligent in this or any other mat
ters that have been committed to its care. 

The Senator from N braska has been especially efficient and 
desirous for action upon this bill, not only by con\ersation 
with the several members of the committee and with its chair
man, but by taking the careful course, which is not always ob
served, of filing his views in a written brief with the com
mittee. 

Before submitting, however, to the imputation of negligence, 
I would remind the Senator that the Committee on the Judiciary 
has before it a vast amount of business; and it is a. sad fact 
that very much of the business that is brought before that com
mittee is dead before it gets there, and no sort of gal1anism 
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could put life into many of the bills that are sent tp that com
mittee. 

Furthermore, that committee seems to be the receptacle of 
resolutions of all sorts and upon all kinds of subjects upon 
which they are required by the Senate to' report. I do not be
lie>e there is a committee in this body that more faithfully at
tempts to perform its duties. There is seldom a day during the 
seE ion of Congress when, either as a committee in full or t>y 
subcommittee, it is not engaged in actual work. It has not been 
because of any negligence that the bill of the Senator from 
Nebraska has not been reported. It has been for the same 
reason that other bills haYe not been reported. 

It must be further remembered that the work of that c-om
mittee is a work that can not be taken up, carried on, and 
finished in a day. Many of the questions that are referred to 
the committee are most intricate, ·such questions as a court 
would take under advisement for weeks, and perhaps months. 
It can not be expected that n matter in•olving grave questions 
of constitutional and statute law shall be reported f.rom that 
committee on the spur of the moment. 

I do not care, as I ha>e said, to discuss the bill of the Senator 
from Nebraska. I simply want to assure that Senator and as
sure the Senate that, notwithstanding the mild tone of the Sena
tor from Oregon [Mr. FuLToN], neither the Sen!).tor from Oregon 
nor the subcommittee of which he is chairman, nor the Judiciaty 
Committee, ha>e a sense of having been at all negligent in their 
duty as to the bill" presented by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDE~'T. The resolution will lie on the table 
subject to call. · 

ACCIDENTS TO RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CLARKE], coming .over from a previous day. The resolution will 
be read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 267, submitted yester
day by l\fr. CLARKE, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it hereby 
is, directed to send to the Senate a statement showing the number of 
railroad employees killed and injured each year since J'une 30, 1901, 
from the following causes : 

1. Lack of, insecure, and improperly applied, sill steps ; 
2. Inefficient and improperly applied hand brakes; 
3. Insecure a.nd improperly applied ladders ; 
4. Lack of, insecure, and Improperly applied, roof hand holds or grab 

irons; and 
5. Lack of, insecure, and improperly applied, running boards. 

l\fr. OVERMAN. I suggest that as the Senator from Arkansas 
[l\fr. CLARKE] is not now in his seat the resolution had better go 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the suggestion of the Senator • 
from North Carolina the resolution will lie over. 

CENTENARY OF THE BIBTH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

1\Ir. WETMORE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House joint resolution 247. In so doing I 
wish to state that it is the joint resolution providing for the 
observance of the centennial of the birth of Abraham Lincoln. 
The joint resolution has been amended by the Library Commit
tee by substituting the action of the Senate some days since 
looking to the same purpose, and also including a provision for 
a survey of the proposed "Lincoln 'Vay" to Gettysburg. As 
the action of the Senate the other day on this matter was so 
decided, it seems to me that the Senate joint ·resolution pre
viously adopted ought now to be passed again as a substitute 
for the House joint resolution. • 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint 
resolution, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) relating 
to the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the birth 
of Abraham Lincoln and making the 12th day of February, 
1909, a legal holiday, and for other purposes. 

l\Ir. FULTON. I inquire if the morning business has closed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1\forning business has closed. 
l\Ir. FULTON. Then I ask that there be laid before the Sen

ate the special order. 
1\fr. WETMORE. 1\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\Ir. FULTON. I yield to the Senator. 
l\Ir. WETMORE. Will not the Senator forbear for a few 

moments? 
1\Ir. FULTON. I will yield in a moment; I simply want to 

iet the special orQ.er before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. ·R. 
15372) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the acts approved 
1\farch 3, 1883, and 1\farch 3, 1887, and commonly known as the 
" Bowman" and the "Tucker " acts. 

Mr. WETMORE. I now renew my request for unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 
247. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. NEWLAJ\'DS. Do I understand this to be a request for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a request for unanimous con
sent for its present consideration. 

l\fr. NEWLANDS. Then, of course, the joint resolution will 
be subject to amendment. · 

The VICE-PRESIDEJ\'T. The joint resolution, if consent is 
given, will be subject to amendment. 

1\Ir. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not wish to object;. I only 
wish to reserve the right to object in case the joint resolution 
should lead to extended debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
for unanimous consent, with the limitation suggested by the 
Senator from Oregon? 

l\fr. GALLINGER. I object to that. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. What is the request? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That objection may be later made 

in the progress of the consideration of the joint resolution if it 
should lead to unusual debate. Is there objection to unanimous 
consent with that limitation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to any agreement with a limita
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

PUDLIC BUILDING AT PENSACOLA, FLA. 

1\Ir. TALIAFERRO. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. ~'ULTON. I understand the Senator from Florida has a 

very short measure, which will not involve any discussion, and 
I yield to him. 

1\fr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent for the pres
ent consideration of the bill ( S. 7276) providing for the improve
ment, repair, and an addition to the public building at Pensa
cola, Fla. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause the court-house, post-office, and custom
house building in the city of Pensacola, State of Florida, to be 
improved, repaired, and an addition constructed thereto at a 
total cost not to exceed $100,000 ; and proposes to amend the act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1883, providing for the erection 
of a public building at Pensacola, Fla., so as to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, to disregard that 
provision in the a'ct which requires an open space of not less 
than 40 feet on each side of the building. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOSEPH F. RITCHEBDSON. 

1\Ir. McCREARY. I ask the Senator from Oregon to yield to 
me for a moment so that I may ask for the present considera
tion of Senate bill 4116. It will not take over three minutes. 

1\Ir. FULTON. I announce now, Mr. President, that I agree 
to yield to the Senator from Kentucky, the Senator from Wash
ington, and the Senator from Ohio, but I can not yield beyond 
that. 

l\Ir. SCOTT. I hope the Senator from Oregon will include me. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest to Sen

ators that Senators are entitled to the floor by recognition from 
the Chair. The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4116) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to place the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls 
of Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Vol
unteer Infantry, and issue him an honorable discharge. A sim
ilar bill was passed by the Senate in the Fifty-ninth Congress, 
and this bill has been reported unanimously from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read the pre
amble, as follows : 

Whereas Joseph F. Ritcherdson did serve as a musician in Company 
C, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
war of the rebellion, from the 15th day of August, 1862, to about the 
1st day of June, A. D. 1863, when he was taken out of the service by 
his uncle because he was under 18 years of age, and was never borne 
on the rolls of said company, but served in the place of Christopher E. 
Berry, who was to have been a musician, but served as a private in 
said company, and the said Ritcherdson did the drumming while be 
was in service for the said company and regiment; and this said 
Rltcherdson has never received any discharge from the said service. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, is that in the bill? 
Mr. McCREARY. That is the preamble. 
Mr. KEAN. Then I trust it will be stricken from the bill. 
Mr. McCREARY. I did not draw the bill. It was drawn by 

the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. · 
The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military 

Affairs with an amendment, to add, after the word " soldier," in 
line 10, the following proviso : 

Pt·ovided, That no pay, bounty, oi other emolument shall become due 
or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read : 
Be i~nacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on 
the rolls of Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illi
nois Volunteer Infantry, as a musician, and that he issue to him a cer
tificate of honorable discharge from the service of the United States as 
such musician, to the end that he may have the benefit of all legal 
rights pertaining to such service of said soldier: Provided, That no pay, 
bounty, or other emolument shall become due or payable by virtue of 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed .. 
Mr. KEAN. I move to strike out the preamble. 
The motion was agreed to. 

CANAL FROM P.UGET SOUND TO LAKE WASHINGTON. 

Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was refen-ed the bill ( S. 8695) extending the time for 
the construction by James A. Moore, or his assigns, of a canal 
along the government right of way connecting the waters of 
Puget Sound with Lake Washington, to report it without amend
ment, and I submit a report (No. 872) thereon. I ask unani-
mous consent for its present consideration. • 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to extend the 
time limitation for the completion of the canal until June 11, 
1912. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engros ed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CONDEMNED FIELDPIECE FOR ORANGE COUNTY, N.Y. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid
eration of the bill (H. R. 24492) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to donate one condemned bronze fieldpiece and cannon 
balls to the county of Orange, State of New York. It is only a 
few lines in length. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OM:NffiUS CLAIMS BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15372) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the. Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and com
monly known as the " Bowman " and " Tucker " acts. 

Mr. FULTON. When the bill was last before the Senate we 
had reached, I think, line 14, on page 56. I ask if that is in 
accordance with the notes of the clerk? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary had reached the 
subhead" Louisiana," on page 56, line 14. 

Mr. FULTON. I wish to offer an amendment. 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
1\fr. FULTON. Certainly. 
Mr. McCREARY. Had we finished Kentucky? 
Mr. FULTON. I trust the Senator will allow me to have the 

amendment adopted. Then I will yield. 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon proposes 

an amendment, which will be stated. 
The ~ECRETA:RY: Under the heading " Kentucky," on page 56, 

after line 13, 1t 1s proposed to insert : 
To Lucy C. Lee, administratrix of the estate of Jane T. Lee, deceased 

of Mason County, 915. ' 
To Adelaide B. Lindenberger, in her own right and as the sole heir 

of Elizabeth Tunstall, deceased, late of Louisville, Ky., $1,100. 
To A. W. Richards, administrator of the estate of Kinchen Bell, 

deceased, of Union County, 1,420. 
To Thomas R. Hill, of Bath County, $495. 

2
'f8. Daniel Mans, of Maysville, Ky., late of Goochland County, Va., 

To T. P. Salyer, of Lawrence County, $350. 
To St. Andrew's Lodge, No. 18, Free and Accepted Masons, of Cyn

thiana, Ky., $600. 
•.ro James N. Hall, of Montgomery County, $750. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand this to be a committee amend-
ment? 

Mr. FULTON. It is. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 

the Senate to a mistake which was made inadvertently when 
the bill was formerly before the Senate. I have already called 
the attention of the Senator from Oregon to it, and he has 
kindly consented that I myself shall bring it to the attention 
of the Senate, as it is a matter which I voluntarily brought to 
his attention. It is in the item for Albion W. Knight and 
others, rector, wardens, and vestrymen of St. Philip's Church, 
of Atlanta, Ga. There were two bills, as the Senator probably 
remembers. One of them was so inaccurate in the last session 
of Congress that it was withdrawn and another bill substituted 
in place of it, and when the matter was before the Senate a 
few days since by inadvertence the wrong bill was in my hand, . 
and I asked the Senator to recognize the propriety of an amend
ment, which he did, being misled, as I was, by having a bill 
which was filled with errors. 

Mr. FULTON. If the Senator will allow me--
Mr. BACON. I want to state that instead of the item being 

$2,700, it ought to be only $800. 
Mr. FULTON. Eight hundred dollars. 
Mr. BACON. I do not know whether it should be corrected 

by reconsidtration or simply by unanimous consent. 
Mr. FULTON. By reconsideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ·without objection, the paragraph 

will be regarded as still open. 
Mr. FULTON. I wish to state in connection with the item 

that it was correctly inserted in the bill at $800. 
Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. FULTON. During the last session the Senator directed 

my attention to the fact that the findings of the court did pro
vide for an additional amount, nineteen hundred dollars more, 
and at that time I discovered that this nineteen hundred dollars 
had been paid and called his attention to it. 

1\Ir. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. FULTON. And he forgot it, and when he suggested it on 

the floor as stated I had forgotten it. Simply looking at the 
finding, at appears that there should be this nineteen hundred 
dollars additional. 

I merely emphasize this matter in order to call to the atten
tion of Senators how dangerous it is to accept amendments on 
the floor. Each one of these items requires careful investigation, 
because so many of these claims have been paid. Each one must 
be carefully investigated before it can be ascertained whether 
there is a legitimate demand. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator has the bill before him and can 
indicate the page and line, I will ask that it may be recon
sidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 
and the Secretary will state the proposed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On. page 46, beginning in line 24, the item as 
amended now reads : 

To Albion W. Knight and others, wardens and vestrymen of St. Phil
ip's Episcopal Church, of Atlapta, Ga., $2,700. 

It is proposed to strike out " twenty-seven hundred " and in
sert "eight hundred," the amount the committ~ originally 
reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to, and the amendment as amended 
is agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. On page 54, line 16, an amendment has been 
adopted, but I discover that the names of the surviving execu
tors were omitted. I ask that they may be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be regarded as still open to amendment. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 54, line 16, after the word "to," 
the first word in the line, it is proposed to insert the names 
" E. S. Holloway and W. S. Holloway." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
1\Ir. McCREARY. While we are on Kentucky claims, I desire 

to offer an amendment: 
To the trustees of the Madison Female Institute, located at Richmond, 

Ky., $6,500. 

There is a favorable finding on this claim. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is it an amendment to the com

mittee amendment? 
Mr. McCREARY. If it is intended to finish the consideration 

of the committee amendments before we take up other amend
ments, then I will withhold the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the order. 
Mr. 1\IcCREJARY. Very well. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning in line 14, on 

page 56. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was on 

page 56, after line 24, to insert : 
To Victorie C. Avet, of Catahoula Parish, administratrix: of the estate 

of Vincent A vet, deceased,~. of Iberville Parish, $2,425. 
To Eugene Barrow, of l:St. Francisville, $12,625. 
To Stephen D. Clark, of Catahoula Parish, for himself and as beir 

of Emily C. Lovelace, deceased, and Charles L. Clark, deceased, $4,240. 
'l'o Antoine Decuir, Joseph Auguste Decuir, and Rose Decuir Macias, 

$4,115. 

Mr. WARREN. I call the attention of the Senator in charge 
of the bill to line 9, page 57, where there should 'be inserted, 
after the name " Macias," the words "heirs of Antoine Decuir, 
deceased, late of Pointe Coupee Parish." 

Mr. FULTON. I think those changes are correct, as thP. 
Senator has stated them, and I hope the amendment will ·be 
made. 

1.'.he am~ndment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 10, to inseFt: 
To Charles R. Delatte, administrator of ·the estate <Jf Louis Delatte, 

deceased, late of Baton Rouge, $1,010. 

1\fr. WARREN. In line 12, after the word " of," insert 
"East," and after the name " Baton Rouge " insert " Parish," 
so as to read : 

Late of East Baton Rouge Parish. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 13, to insert: 
To Oclile Deslonde, of the parish of Orleans, $5,325. 

Mr. WARREN. In line 14, after the name " Deslonde,'' I 
mo>e to insert " sole heir of Eloise Deslonde, deceased, late,'' 
and after the second " of," where it occurs before the wor{} 
"Orleans," I move to strike out ·~Orleans" and insert "Iber
vil1e." 

1_"'he amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 15, to insert: 
To David P. Gayle and Snah H. Gayle, administrators of the estate 

of Alfred Duplantier, deceased, late of Baton Rouge, $9,675. 
To Felix Guidry, Arsene Broussard, Cecilia Albarado, and Loretta 

Broussard, children and heirs at law of Louisa Breaux, wife of Alex
ander Guidry, deceased, late <Of the parish of Lafayette, La., $7,780. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'.I'he next amendment was, at the top of page 58, to insert: 
To Adolph Ilartiens, tutor of Sidney L. Hartiens, William W. Hartiens, 

and Mary R. Hartiens, grandchildren and heirs at law of William 
0 borne, late of Rapides Parish, $9,875. 

iUr. FULTON. In line 4, I move to strike out "nfne thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-fi>e" and insert" fifty-four thousand 
eil!;ht htmdred and seYenty-five." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he amendment as amended was agreed to. 
~.'he next amendment was, on page 5 , after line 4, to insert : 
To Adorea llonore, of the parish of Pointe Coupee, 976. 
To Am·ore D. Kerlegan, administratrix of the estate of Lucien 

MPuillon. deceased, late of the parish of St. Landry, $200. 
To l"lorville Kel·legan, of Lafayette Pari!'lh, $671. 
To Augustin Lazare, administrator of the e tate of John Baptiste 

Lazare, deceased late of the J;?Urish of St. Landry, $697. 
To .J. G. L e Blanc, admimstrator of the estate of Jean Crouchet, 

deCE'!lS€:d, late ot the parish Of lbe·ria, $1,040. 
'l'o Marianne D. Lemelle. as administratrix of the estate of Robert 

Lemelle, decea ed, late of the parish of St. Landry, $1,100. 
To Nicaise Lemelle, administrator of the estate of Bellot A. Donoto, 

deceac;;ed, late of the parish of St. Landry, $750. 

To Athenais Chretian Le More administratrix of the estate of 
Felicite Neda Chretian, deceased, iate of the parish of St. Landry, 
$7,945. . 

Mr. WARREN. In line 24, page 58, the name " Chretian " 
should be " Chretien." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 2, to insert: 
To Alphonse Menillon, of St. Landry Parish, $245. 

Mr. FULTON. On page 59, line 3, the "n" should be 
changed to a "u," so .as to read "Meuillon." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 4, to insert~ 
To Jacintha Strother, of parish of Orleans, in her own right, $4,000, 

and as administratrix of the estate of .Joseph T. Strother, deceased, 
late of the parish of Pointe Coupee, $2,7.50. 

To Frederick T. Wimbish, administrator of the estate of William R. 
Wimbish, late of the parish of West Feliciana, $5,100. 

'l'o Remy Eagarry, of Iberia Parish, $1,520. 
To Arthur Taylor, of Lafayette Parish, surviving partner of Arthur 

Taylor and Louis Taylor, $787. 

Mr. WARREN~ I suggest that in line 15, after the name 
"Taylor,'' there should be inserted the words" deceased, late of 
the parish ot Lafayette." 

The ameooment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The ne:rt amendment was, {)n page 59, after line 16, to insert : 
To the board of commissioners of Judah Touro Almshouse fund, 

New ,Orleans. La., $'21,000. 
'To Hiram Baldwin, Joseph De France Baldwin, and Richard R<Jbert 

Baldwin, grandsons and heirs at law of Robert Bradley, deceased, late 
of Adams County, Miss., $2 000. 

To Mrs. Amy A. 'l'aylor, daughter .and heir at law · of Adeliza Pickett 
Quays, deceased, late of East Carroll Parish, $1.631.83, and to Marie 
C. Quays, as executrix of the last will of Philip D. Quays, deceased 
son of said Adeliza Pickett Quays, deceased, $1,61$1.83. 

Cornelius F. Terrill, Cordelia I. Terrill, and Vira R. Terrill, heirs at • 
law of Richard Terrill, deceased, late of the city of New Orleans, $6,000. 

To Charlton B. Tucker, as son and heir at law of J. W. Tucker, de
ceased, and his wife, Marcelline Tucker, deceased, late of Lafourche 
Parish, 9,743, and to Louisa Tucker Le Forte, daughter and heir at 
law of ·said Marcelline Tucke1·, deceased, $4,871. 

To Sarah Bushnell (nee Brown), daughter and heir at law of Wil" 
liam R. Brown, deceased, late of the parish of Avoyelles, 1,725, and 
to Rosa Brown, Meeker Brown, and Jennie May Brownt children and 
hei"rs at law of Lindsay L. Brown, deceased, son of sru:d William R. 
Brown, deceased, $1,725, and to Mrs. Elmyra Jones (nee Brown), Wil· 
liam Brown, Bertha Brown. May Brown, and Esther Brown, children 
and heirs at law of Tilton E. Brown, deceased, son of said William R. 
Brown, deceased, 1,725. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
M..r. FULTON. On page 60, after line 25, I move to insert 

what I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as foll{)WS: 
To Elizabeth White, administratrix of Samuel N. White, deceased, late 

of West Feliciana Parish, $27,800. 

:Mr. FBYE. Has the Senator in charge of the bill any objec
tion to my offering an amendment at this point? 

1\fr. FULTOX No; I will consent to it, as I know the Sen-
ator wishes to go away. . ' 

Mr. FRYE. I "Offer an amendment, to follow the Jast item 
under the heading "' Louisiana." 

The SECBETABY. Following the amendment just agreed to, at 
the bottom of page 60, it is proposed to insert: 

Thomas J. Woodward, surviving receiver of the New Orleans Towboat 
Association, $95,382. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 

page 61, after line 7, to insert : 
To Edward W. Larrabee, administrator of Stephen Larrabee, deceased, 

late of Batb. Me., and Charles H. Greenleaf, administrator of Amos Ia. 
Allen, deceased, late of Bath, Me., $11,708.97. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FRYE. Now, I want to ask one more fa\or. I desire 

to offer another amendment. 
Mr. FULTON. What is it? 
1\Ir. FRYE. It is exactly like the last item under the head

ing " Maine,'' and Maine is exceedingly modest in this bill. I 
offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

Mr. FULTON. I will not object to its being offered, but I 
reser\e the right to object to the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine as.rrs 

unanimous consent to offer, out of order, an amendment. With
out objection, it will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 61, under the heading "1\faine," 
after line 12, it is proposed to insert: 

To the Portland Company, of Portland, Me., the sum of $16,173.49, 
being the amount remaining unpaid of the sum awarded to said Port
land Company for work done and material furnished in the construc
tion of the . S. double-ender gunboats Agawan and Pontoosue, as per 
report of Thomas 0. Selfridge, commodore and president of board, 
Senate executive document No. 18, first session of the '.rhirty-ninth 
Congress. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been found by the Selfridge board and by 
the court. 

l\Ir. FULTON. The trouble in matters of this kind is that the 
committee has not had an opportunity to investigate them, and 
there is danger of accepting_ something that has already been 
paid or that is erroneous and improper in some respects. 

I know nothing about this item. I may have seen it before 
in the records of the committee, but I can not recall it. 

Mr. FRYE. It is enti1~ely familiar to me, and the case is ex
actly on all fours with the item for Larrabee. The amount has 
been found by the Selfridge board and the court and has never 
been pnid. 'l'he claim has been pending e1er since I was in 
the House of llepresentati1es. 

Mr. FULTON. I ha1e great confidence in the Senator from 
Maine; but I desire to look into the item a little more carefully, 
and later on I may mo1e to strike it out. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Senator will not. 
The VICE-PRESIDE~T. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McENERY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDE~'T. The Senator from Louisiana. de-

sires to offer an amendment. 
Mr. FULTON. I ask that it be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDE ... TT. The Secretary will state it. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the Louisiana items, 

at the bottom of page 60: 
To Florine A. Albright the sum of $14,640. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the amendment? It is not in order under the 
~~ . 

Mr. FULTON. I object to it. 
Mr. McENERY. I should like to say somet:b,ing with respect 

to the claim. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that, under 

the rule, committee amendments are now being considered, and 
unless there is unanimous consent individual amendments can 
not now be proposed. The Senator can offer his amendment 
after the committee amendments shall ha1e been disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. · 
The next amendment was, in the items under "Maryland," 

after line 15, on page 62, to insert: 
To Edward Anderson, administrator of the estate of Mary Anderson, 

deceased, daughter and devisee under the last will of Col. George Minor, 

de~:s~~z:Jefg0v. Belt, administratrix of the estate of_ Alfred C. Belt, 
decea sed, late of Loudoun County, Va., 2,970. 

To Christ Reformed Congregation, of Middletown, Md., $450. 
To corporation of Methodist Episcopal Church, Hancock, Md., $550. 
To Cornelia Jones, administratrix of the estate of John S. T. Jones, 

deceased, late of Montgomery County, $240. 
To La Grange Lodge, No. 36, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, 

Boone boro, 1\Id., $370. 
To s. Sollers Maynard, executor of the last will of Augustine D. 

O"Leary deceased. late of Frederick County, $1,450. 
To trhs tees of Evangelical Lutheran Church, Burkittsville, Md., $225. 

. To trustees of the United Brethren Church, of Boonesboro, Ald., 

$1~~· trustees of Frederick Presbyterian Church, of Frederick, Md., 
$200. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 62, line 24, after "Christ Reformed 
Congregation, of Middletown, Md.," there should be inserted 
the word~ "successor to the German Reformed Church." 

1\Ir. FULTON. Very well; I ha1e no objection to that amend
ment. 

1\Ir. WARREN. I will say that the word "Maryland" need 
not be there, as that is the heading of the items. 

The ""\ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY:. At the bottom of page 62, where the item 
reads: 

" To Christ Reformed Congregation, of Middletown, Md., $450," strike
out ".Maryland" and insert the words "successor to the German Re
formed Church ," so as to read: 

"'l'o Christ Reformed Congregation, of Middletown, successor to the 
German Reformed Church, $450." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FULTON. In the Maryland items, on page 63, after 
line 17, I move to insert: 

To Sarah C. Harsch, of Washington County, $655. 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Oldtown, llfd., 

$1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill wa.s resumed. The IJ,ext amendment 

was, in the items under the heading "1\Iassachl,s~tts," on page 
64, after line 2, to insert : 

To George T. Sampson, of Boston, surviving partner of the firm or 
George T. Sampson and Augustus Sampson, deceased, $4,015.38. 

To Velma C. Williams administratrix of the estate of Paul Curtis, 
deceased, of Boston, $4,128.39. · 

The following-named 25 persons, the following sums, respectively, as 
found by the Court of Claims, in the case of Alfred D. Bullock and 24 
others against the United States: 

To Alfred D. Bullock, $232.11. 
'l'o Joseph F. Baker. $210.77. 
To John Clark, $142.64. 
To William l\1. Carr. $79.67. 
To Winslow L. Crafts, 371.87. 
To Charles H. Crocker, $330.83. 
To Samuel Dwight. 786.62. 
To .John Flynn, $400.94. 
To .Tohn F. Gilmore, $275.44. 
To Henry G. Hichborn, $349.93. 
To Patrick Marrow, 171.40. 
'l'o J<~ben P. Oakes. $126.79. 
To Joseph Riley, $418.59. 
To William P. Raymond. $381.44. 
To .Jennie A. Sawyer, widow of Jefferson Sawyer, deceased, $281.87. 
To George D: v. Smith, $33. 
To Chester R. Streeter, $4 8.10. 
To George K. Sawyer, $315.43. 
To Albert Sawyer, $473.15. 
'l'o Samuel J. Cochran, $445. 3. 
To William 0. Bailey, $112.29. 
To William H. Rigby, $905.78. 
To William N. Winter, $166.66. 
To .John Ward. $57.75. 
To George H. Young, $!l2.81. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\!r. WARREN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator in 

charge of the bill to line 10 on page 64. I think he ought to re
set:Ye the privilege of offering as an amendment there the ad
dresses of those 25 persons. 

1\Ir. FULTON. That is impossible. We can not find them. 
Mr. WARREN. I thought, perhaps, on a re-search of the pa

pers they might be found, and they could be put in if they could 
be found. 

l\lr. FULTON. They are not in the findings, and it is imprac
ticable to find them. 

On page G6, after line 14, in the Massachusetts items, I mo1e 
to insert: 

To Frederick L. Greene, administrator of Thomas B. Flower, deceased, 
$5,538. 

·The nmendment was ngreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the headin..,. "Mississippi," 

on page 69, to insert, after line 5, the following: 
'fo Mrs. J. H. T .. Tackson, of Marshall County, administratri'( of the 

estate of Elizabeth H. Welford, deceased, $3,650. 
To Delle 0. Coward (nee Johnston) and Mary Julia Quick (nee 

.Johnston), daughters and heirs at law of Vernon H. Johnston, deceased, 
late of Hinds County, and his wife, Fannie J. Johnston, deceased, 3,060 
and to John Anderson, widower and sole heir at law of Jennie Ander on 
(nee Falkner), deceased, daughter of said Fannie J. Johnston, deceased, 
$360. 

To Robert llf. Lay, administrator of Nancy Lay, deceased, late of Scott 
County, $2,804. 

To Margaret Raiford Loftin (nee Margaret Raiford), administratrix 
of the estate of Robert Raiford, deceased, late of Marshall County, $2,578. 

To James l\I. Price, of Walker County, ·Ala., $665. 
To William T. Ratliff, administrator of the estate of Sarah G. Clark, 

deceased, late of Hinds County, $1,355. . 
'l'o W. T. Smith. of Benton County, administrator of the estate o:f 

Maria .A. Reinhardt, deceased, $3,395. 
To Charles 0. Spencer. of Tippah County, $2,031. 
To Harriett! llfiles, of Warren County, $1,795. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
1\!r. l\fcLAURIN. I was absent a few moments ago. I will 

ask the Senator in charge of the bill if the item puttivg in the 
claim of John l\I. Bass was restored to the bill. I understood it 
was left out, and it is the only one in the former bill th:lt Is 
left out. 

Mr. FULTON. I had just risen to offer an amendment to 
insert the item. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 70, after line 10. insert: 
'fo the Christian Chm·ch of Corinth, Miss., $1,250. 
To Joh.n 1\1. Bass, administrator of the estate of William 0. Moseley, 

deceased, late of Hinds County, $4,285. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, beginning on line 1, page 72, to 

insert under the heading " Missouri : " 
To C. .A. Jarred, administrator of the estate of Leroy Noble, de

ceased, late of Ebenezer, $740. 
To trustees of Christian Church, Marshall, M.o., $1,240. 
To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Harrisonville, 

Mo., $770.75. 
To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Mexico, Mo., 

$710. 
'l'o trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Springfield, Mo., 

$3,150. 
To trustees of the Christian Church of Sturgeon, Mo., $550. 
To trustees of the First Baptist Church, of Jefferson City, 1\Io., 

$1,380. 
To the University of Missouri, $5,075. 
To Karoline Mulhaupt, of Kansas City, $1,395. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. FULTON. At the end of the Missouri items, on page 72, 

after line 22, I moye to insert: 
To the trustees of the Christian Church of Pleasant Hill, Mo., $5,000. 
To Nannie, Oscar W., John R., and Emma Cogswell, heirs of 0. H. 

C~swell, deceased, late of Jackson County, $1,600. 
To the county of St. Genevieve, Mo., the sum of $1,200. 
To the First Christian Church of Mexico, Mo., the sum of $550. 
To the county of Phelps, Mo., the sum of $890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 

was, on page 73, after line 8, in the items under the head " New 
Hampshire," to insert: 

The following-named 26 persons the following sums, respectively, as 
found by the Court of Clarms, in the case of Robert Blllmgs and 25 
others against the nited States : 

To Robert B. Billings, $274.83. 
To Franklin H. Bond, $291.40. 
To William H. Brown $316.66. 
To William C. Bra:y, 271.15. 
To Isaac H. Farr, ::;433.99. 
To John Grant, $519.77. 
To Robert l\1. Ham, $119.36. 
To Henry H . Ham, $509.08. 
To Albert Hanscom, $46.17. 
To James hl. Jarvis, $379.34. 
To Thomas L. Jose, $388.66. 
To Michael El. Long, $308.90. 
To Frank El. Lawry, $78.49. 
To Brackett Lewis, $45.1 . 
To William w. Locke, $228.56. 
'.fo Walter N. Meloon, $166.81. 
To George W. Muchmore, $810.34. 
'.fo Christopher Remick. $117.16. 
To Edwin D. Rand, 295.89. 
To Augustus Stevenson, $917.60. 
To George E. Stackpole, $180.60. 
To William H. Wilson, 191.55. 
To Benjamin F. Winn, 224.90. 
To Augustus S. Zara-.$429.75. 
To Joseph A. Ieloon and Charles 0. Meloon, executors of Nathaniel 

L. :Meloon, deceased, $4 71.30. 
To Charles Stewart, $340.90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 77, in the items under the· 

heading "New York," to insert, beginning with line 1, the fol- . 
lowing: · . 

To Benjamin Fenton, surviving partner of the firm of Fenton & 
Co., of Buffalo, $10,520.66. 

· To Isabella G. Francis, administratrix of the estate of Roger A. 
Francis, late of New York, $17,185.47. 

To Albert F. •.rucker, Edward M. Tucker, Mary 0. Garrison, and Ada 
A. Case.~. of Brooklyn, children of Farnham Z. Tucker, deceased, 
$14,473.~4 . 

To Marie L. Herman~, administratrix of the estate of Jeremiah 
Simonson, deceased, late of Brooklyn, $16,441.81. 

To John Crosby Brown. executor of the will of James Brown, de
ceased, late of New York City, $35,832.04. 

The next amendment was, in the items under the heading 
"North Carolina," on page 78, after line 2, to insert: 

To Hardy A. Brewington, administrator of the estate of Raiford 
Brewington, deceased, late of Sampson County, $530. 

To William H. Bucklin, of Craven County, $390. 
To fary Lee Dennis, executrix of the will of Levi T. Oglesby, de

ceased. late of Carteret County, $182. 
To First Baptist Church, Newbern, N. C., $1,200. 
To J. W. Howett, administrator of the estate of William Howett, de

cea sed, late of Tyrrell County, $1,480. 
To 0. H. Perry, administrator of the estate of George W. Perry, de

cea ed, late of Craven County, $4,350. 
To trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Morehead 

City, N. C., $800. 
To trustees Presbyterian Church of Lumber Bridge, N. C., $1,800. 
To Lucy A.. Dibble, administratrix of the estate of Sylvester Dibble, 

deceased, late of lleaufort County, $705. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. OVER~IAl'l. I understood that the Senator from Oregon 

would offer as an amendment the bill I left with the Senator. 
Mr. F ULTON. The Senator did. There is an amendment 

'that the committee intended to offer there. I haye been look
ing through the papers on my desk for it, but I have not yet dis-· 
COYered it. 

. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar
rive<4 the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill ( S. 6484) to establish postal savings 
banks for depositing savings at interest with the security of the 
Government for repayment thereof, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CARTER. I inquire of the Senator from Oregon as to 
the length of time he contemplates consuming in completing the 
bill now under consideration. 

Mr. FULTON. I think, if we are permitted to go on this 
afternoon, we will complete the bill in probably a couple of 
hours more. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not observe the Senator from Iowa [1\Ir. 
CUMMINS] in the Chamber. Inasmuch as his amendment is the 
one that is under consideration, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, hoping 
that the Senator from Oregon may get through with the pend
ing bill this afternoon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Oregon proposes an amendment which will be stated. 

Mr. FULTON. At the foot of page 78-
Mr. SIMl\fONS. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
l\Ir. FULTON. In just a moment. I wish to offer an amend~ 

ment. I move to insert : • 
To the Union Baptist Association of the State of North' Carolina--
1\Ir. OVERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon to 

insert: 
To Bushrod W. Nash, trustee of Union Baptist Association of North 

Carolina, successor in interest to the Hood Swamp Baptist Church, of 
Wayne County, N. C., $650. 

1\Ir. E~ULTON. Very well; I offer the amendment in that 
form. 

1\Ir. KEAN. I should like to hear- the report accompanying 
that amendment. 

1\Ir. FULTON: It is a court :finding for the use of materials 
in the construction of quarters, $650. The federal troops tore 
down the building and took. the material for the construction 
of quarters, and the court finds the value to be $650. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think that is a proper amendment, l\fr. 
President. 

Mr. FULTON. It is an am·endment the committee agreed to 
offer, and I offer it as a committee amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Oregon. 

1\fr. KEAN. I trust the amendment will not be agreed to. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. I wish to inquire whether amendm·ents 

other than committee amendments are now in order? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. They are not in order under the 

rule goYerning the consideration of the bill. 
Mr. SIMMONS. They will be in order when the committee 

amendments are completed? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the committee amendments 

are disposed of they will be in order. The Secretary will re
sume the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 
The next amendment was, under the heading" Pennsylvania" 

page 80, after line 22, to insert : ' 
To trustees of St. Mark's German Reform Church, Gettysburg Pa. 

$215. ' , 
To Tonoloway Baptist Church, Fulton County, Pa., $225. 
To Kate Reaney Zeiss, administratrix of the estate of William B 

Reaney, survivor of Thomas Reaney and Samuel Archibold, late of Ches: 
ter, Pa., $34,161.63. 

The following-named 14 perso!J.S, the following sum~ respectively, as 
found by the Court of Claims, m the case of John .t:t. Burtis and 13 
others against The United States: 

To John H. Burtis, 346.39. 
To Cornelius Bennett, 332.80. 
To William Croft, $95.1 3. 
To Joseph Clyne, $150.03. 
To Jacob Callas, 66.75. 
To James A. Driver, $379.80. 
To Wellington Grlffith.t 58.22. 
To George W. Heald, -11181.34. 
To James Hepenstall, $905.10. 
To George B. Heald, $433.77. 
To John Knight, 245. 0. 
To Edward Northup, $278.41. 
To John D. Post, $290.92. 
To Patrick H. White, $71.50. 
The following-named 19 persons, the following sums, respectively 

as found by the Court of Claims, in the case of Christopher Alexandet! 
and 18 others against Tbe United States: 

To Christopher Alexander, 374.83. 
To Albert 0. Chamberlain, $24.V4. 
To David Craig, $29.87 . 
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To William Coates, $373.91. 
To Daniel H. Chattin, $401.09. 
To Josephine Cramp, widow of Martin C. Cramp, deceased, $186.06. 
To Thomas Denney, $24.60. 
To John J. Garrity, $270.14. 
To John B. Grover, jr., $225.81. 
To William Lynn, $184.60. 
To George W. Uargemml- $269.43. 
To Theodore Mitchell, $::~:74.60. 
To Joseph W. Meyers, $1.87. 
To .J"ohn H. Pettit, $421.31. 
To Robert Pogue, $91.75. 
To James Spear. $996.76. 
To Edward T. Weaver, 447.37. 
To Thomas R. Walters, 247.G9. 
To George A. Zirnberg, $455.15. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Oregon, I think, has over

looked the spelling of the name in line 5, on page 81. Archibald 
should be changed by omitting the "1" and changing the second 
"a ·~ to " o." 

Mr. FULTON. That is correct. 
Mr. WARREN. Make it "Archbold" in line 5, page 81. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 81, line 5, strike out the " i " in the 

name of "Archibald" and change the second "a" to "o," so as 
to read "Archbold." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The ne~:t amendment was, on page 84, under the heading 

"South Carolina," after line 8, to insert: 
To Mount Zion Society of Fairfie:d County, $6,000. 
To trustees of Baptist Church of Beaufort, S. C., $2,200. 
To vestry of Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church, Edisto Island, 

s. c., $1,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I ask leave to offer an amend

ment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is it an amendment to an amend

ment? 
Mr. TILLMAN. It is a Court of Claims finding. 
Mr. FULTON. All these are committee amendments which 

we are considering. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Are only committee amendments now in 

order? 
1\fr. FULTON. I understand that only committee amend

ments are now in order. 
l\Ir. TILLl\1AN. I had supposed from what I had seen around 

me from different Senators that other amendments are now in 
prder. Of course, I will wait until the Senator says it is time 
to offer individual amendments. 

Mr. WARREN. That is the better way. 
Mr. FULTON. I think we had better proceed in the regular 

order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 

the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary continued the reading of the b-ill. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Tennessee," on 

page 90, after line 11, to insert: 
, To Boiling Fork Baptist Church, Cowan, Tenn., $1,310. 

To Cleveland l\1asomc Lodge, No. 134, Cleveland, Tenn., $940. 
To Ellam C. Coopet·, of Lauderdale County, 815. 
To Cumberland University, of Lebanon, Tenn., $8,000. 
To First Baptist Church, Memphis Tenn., $1,200. 
To Minna H. Glassie, near Nashvihe, Tenn., 1,410. 
To Hiwassee Masonic Lodge, No. 188, Calhoun, Tenn., $620. 
To Robert C. Jameson, administrator of the estate of David J. 

J ameson, deceased, late of Shelby County, $900. 
To Nathaniel W. Jones, of Maury County, 480. 
To B. }j"'. McGrew{ administrator of the estate of George W. McGrew, 

deceased, late of Gi es County, 7,315. 
To :Methodist Episcopal Church South1 of Charleston, Tenn., $960. 
To Mrs. Mary K. Henry, Mrs. Alice A. Pope, Mrs. Jennie Alexander, 

and Nannie Newby, heirs of Oswell P. Newby, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, $4,500. 

To Presbyterian Church, Loudon, Tenn., $1,200. 
To Leonidas Thompson, administrator of the estate of Mathew Brown, 

deceased, late of Shelby County, $1,420. 
To trustees of Christian Church, Franklin, Tenn., $620. 
To trustees of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clarks-ville, Tenn., 

$
1:_fg0

trustees of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Clifton, Tenn., 

$9~~- trustees of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Waverly, Tenn., 
$1,040. d A t d "':[ To trustees of Hiram Lodge, No. 7, Free an ccep e n asons, of 
Franklin, Tenn., $2,120. 

To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., $1,800. 

To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Franklin, Tenn., 
$875. 

'l'o trustees of Mill Creek Baptist Church of Davidson County, $1,650. 
To tmstees of Mount Zion Church, Willlamson County, Tenn., $1,300. 
To tn1 tees of the Presbyterian Church. Franklin, Tenn., $800. 
To trustees of Union University, of :Murfreesboro, Tenn., $5,474. 
To Bapti t Church, Tullahoma. Tenn., $1,200. 
To Howa1·d Lod~e. No. 13, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Gal-

lat,_{.~· J';.~~st $g~~?1?ch of Bolivar, Tenn., $3,400. 
To the I.Joard of deacons of the First Baptist Church, Memphis, Tenn., 

$1,200. 

To Boiling Fork Baptist Church, Cowan, Tenn., $1,310. 
To University of Nashville, of Nashville, Tenn., • 7,300. 
To A. A. Wade, administrator of the estate of S. L. Carpenter, de

ceased, late of Fayette Countsr, $468. 
To the Missionary Baptist Church, of Antioch, Tenn., $600. 

Mr. WARREN. An item on page 90 is duplicated on page 93, 
and I think there is one other that is duplicated. I move to 
strike out lines 5 and 6 on page 93. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 93 strike out the item in lines 5 
and 6, in the following words : 

To Boiling Fork Baptist Church, Cowan, Tenn., $1,310. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. WARREN. The same is true as to the item for the First 

Baptist Church of Memphis, which is in line 21, page 90, and 
also on page 93, line 3. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Let the item on page 90 be stricken out. 
Mr. WARREN. I move that amendment to the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 

will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 90, line 21, strike out the words: 
To First Baptist Church, Memphis, Tenn., $1,200. 

Mr. FULTO r. I ask that the item on page 93 be stricken out. 
1\fr. FRAZIER. No; the item on page 90 should be stricken 

out, becam:e the item on page 93 reads: 
To the board of deacons of the First Baptist Church, etc. 

1\fr. FULTON. Very well; I will consent to that. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
1\fr. W .ARREN. I call the attention of the Senator in charge 

of the bill to line 18, page 88. The name " Moro " should be 
stricken out and " l\fora " inserted, so as to read " Mora B. 
Ferriss." I mo>e that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. l!'ULTON. I offer an amendment, which I send to the 

desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated .. 
The SECRETARY. On page 93, after line 13, insert: 
To Patrick G. Meath, of Shelby County, $27,280. 
'Io the trustees of the Christian Church of Union City, Tenn., $850. 
To the trustees of the Lynn Creek Baptist Church, of Giles County, 

$600. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the fir t item? 
The SECRETARY. To Patrick G. :Meath, of Shelby County, 

$27,280. 
:Mr. KEAl~. Is there a report accompanying that item? 
Ur. FULTON. It is based on the Court of Claims' finding. 
Mr. KEAN. I should like to know what are the items of the 

claim. The Senator has the report before him. 
1\fr. FULTON. The items enumerated aggregate $74,618.80. 

The court finds in the sum stated, namely, $27,280. 
Brick residence on Tennessee street, $10,800. 
Cubbins residence, on Shelby street, $3,000. 

1\fr. KEAN. Will the Senator tell me on what page he is 
reading? . 

l\Ir. FULTON. On page 230 of the first report. 
Fencing, cedar posts on lots 27, 28, 29, 30, 81, 82, 83, 84, $875. 
Fencin~ and cedar posts on 11i'! acres, Given, Wright, and Algoa 

lotf6 $bg~· feet truss lumber, 30 per thousand, $5,040. 
Iron casting, sills, doors, and windows, cotton press, $2,210. 
1,200,000 brick, at 6 per thousand, $9,600. 
Rents of cotton shed. :j;15,000. 
Damage to same, $1,200. 

1\Ir. KE..t\N. !for rent of cotton shed, $15,000. 
1\fr. FULTON. The Senator must r emember that the court 

has not found any such amount as that; that while the claim 
is stated at $74,618, the amount allowed by the committee is 
$27,280, and it is based on the following statement of the 
court: 

II During said war for the suppression of the rebellion the military 
forces of the United States, for their use, took possession of and occu
pied and used the property described in the petition herein for about 
two and one-half years, which real estate so used and occupied, to
gether with the material of the character and kind ~escribed in said 
petition taken and used by the United States Army, including the use 
of and damage to the steamboat Le Grand, was then reasonably worth 
the sum of $27,280, no part of which appears. to have been paid. 

So the Senator will see that it is simply for the use and 
rental of the property and damage to the steamboat. That is 
one of those items, Ur. President, which I explained some days 
ago. It was stricken from the bill by the second report, but, 
as I have explained, because of the fact that it was included in 
the first report and it had been reported as being favorably 
recommended and provided for in the bill, and because of the 
embarrassment under which it placed Senators in representing 
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their constituents, the committee agreed to offer amendments 
including such items. This would seem to be a very proper 
item in any event, for, I repeat, it is for rent and for the use 
of the property and the damage to the steamboat. I think that 
that portion of the claim ought to be paid. I do not think there 
can be any real sound objection urged to it. 

Mr. KEAN. I do ot think it ought to be paid. We differ 
as to that. . 

Mr. FULTON. Well, the Senator, of course, has a right to 
ask for a yote on the item. I ask that the question may be sub
mitted to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. KEA.N. The first item. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question 

on the first item as a separate amendment. 
The first item of the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the re

maining items of the proposed amendment. 
The remainder of the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the addi

tional items proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. FUL
TON]. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 93, after 
the items just inserted, the following: 

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Cleve.
land, $3,000. 

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Pros-
pect, $000. · 

To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Smyrna, $1,150. 
To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Strawberry Plains, 

$1,600. 
To W. F. Forbes, administrator of Archie B. Forbes, deceased, late of 

Memphis, $2,600. 
To- William M. Moss, administrator of the estate of John Smith, de

ceased, of Madison County, $1.600. 
To the trustees of the First Baptist Church at Jefferson City, $915. 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Triune, 

Williamson County, $3,800. 
To William H. Sandrum, of Gibson County, $257. . . 

Mr. KEA.N. These claims, as I understand, are all from the 
State of Tem1essee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the heading "Tennessee." 
Mr. KEAN. Now, I should like to ascertain, if I can, what 

fs the total amount of the appropriations for the payment of 
claims from the State of Tennessee as the bill now stands? 

1\Ir. FULTON. Perhaps the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
FRAZIER] can answer that question. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I have not had the items footed up since 
new items have been added. 

Mr. FULTON. Before these items were added, the total for 
the State of Tennessee was $134,275.33. 

1\fr. KEAN. How much has been since added? 
Mr. FULTON. On the first report before these items were 

eliminated, the total was $174,219. So that mu~t be what these 
items will amount to when footed up. 

Mr. FRAZIER. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. FULTON. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. FRAZIER. I only desire to ask the Senator from Oregon 

whether he has included in the amendment which he has just 
offered-! did not catch it, if he did-the item for the trustees 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Triune, Willia'mson 
County, Tenn.? 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; that item was included to the amount of 
$3,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 

page 93, after line 13, to insert : 
TEXAS. 

To Mary A. Shaw, of Nueces County, $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. FULTON. On page 93, after line 16, I move to insert 

the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The ·VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Oregon will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On I}age 93, after line 16, under the head

ing " Texas," it is proposed to insert: 
To Robert E. Williams, John T. Williams, Mary E. Wallace, George 

M. Williams, and Ida Williams Eddy, heirs of Robert M. Williams, de
ceased, late of the city of Dallas, $1,140. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULBERSOX 1\ir. President, I understand that we are 

still acting on committee amendments. 
Mr. FULTON. Simply committee amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate is acting on committee 
amendments. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Claims was, under the head of "Virginia," 
on page 95, after line 15, to insert : 

To Rosa 1\I. Bowden, Zenobia Porter, Mary E. Bowden, and Mary 
Bowden Gustin, heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased, late of Williams
burg, $3,540. 

To Lewis Ellison and Helen Crafford, heirs of Lewis Ellison, deceased, 
late of James City, $5,120. . 

To Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of the estate of Henry Fitzhugh, 
deceased, late of Stafford County, $1,500. 

To Robert G. Griffin, Catharine H. Harris, and Isaac P. Cromwell, 
administrators of the estate of Hannah T. Cromwell, deceased, sole heirs 
of the estate of Robert Anderson, deceased, $18,475. 

To l\Iakemie Presbyterian Church, Drummondtown, Va., $400. 
To Methodist Episcopal Church, Middletown, Va., $851. 
To Walter M. Miller, administrator of the estate of Lewis M. Mlller, 

deceased, late of Frederick County, 2,240. 
To Presbyterian Church of Marshall, Va., $300. 
To St. George Episcopal Church, Pungoteague, Va., $2,800. 
To Joshua Sherwood, heir of Lewis A. Sherwood, late of Alexandria 

County, $400. 
To trustees of Baptist Church, Waterford, Va., $525. 
To trustees of Baptist Church, Williamsburg, Va., 1,540. 
To trustees of Berea Baptist .Church, Stafford County, Va., $600. 
To trustees of Calvary Episcopal Church, Dinwiddie Court House, 

Va., $520. • 
To trustees of Calvary Protestant Episcopal Church, Culpeper County, 

Va., $1,650. 
To trustees of Cedar Run Baptist Church, Culpeper County, Va., 

$900. 
To trustees of Christian Church, Fredericksburg~ Va., $2,125. 
To trustees of Downing Methodist Episcopal Church South, Oakhall, 

Va., $235. 
To trustees of Ebenezer Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Garri

sonville, Va., $600. 
To trustees of Fairfax Lodge, No. 43, Ancient, Free, and Accepted 

Masons, of Culpeper, Va., $700. . 
To trustees of Fredericksburg Baptist Church, Fredericksburg, Va., 

$3,000. 
'l'o trustees of Grove Baptist Church, of Fauquier County, Va., $600. 
To trustees of Hartwood Presbyterian Church, of Stafford County, 

Va., $800 . . 
'l'o trustees of Kent Street Presbyterian Church, Winchester, Va., 

. $2 750. 
To trustees of Liberty Church, of Dranesville, Va., $700. . 
To trustees of Loudoun Street Presbyterian Church, of Winchester, 

Va., $2,600. 
To trustees of Lutheran Church, Toms Brook, Va., and the trustees 

of the Reformed Church of Toms Brook, Va., successors to the Union 
Church, Toms Brook. Va., $250. 

To trustees of Macedonia Methodist Episcopal Church, Stafford 
County, Va., $310. . 

To trustees of Market Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Winchester, 
Va., $1,740. 

To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church, Drummondtown, Va., 
$300. . 

'l'o trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Marshall, Va., $600. 
To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Williamsburg, Va., 

$1,300. 
To trustees of Mount Horeb Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 

Fauquier County, Va., '150. 
To trustees of Mount Zion Church of United Brethren, Frederick 

County, Va., $800. 
To trustees of Mount Zion Old School Baptist Church, near Aldie, 

Va., $275. 
To trustees of Muhlenberg Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Harri

sonburg, Va., $925. 
To trustees of Oak Grove Methodist Episcopal Church, Norfolk 

County, Va., $1,290. 
To trustees of Oak Grove Methodist Episcopal Church, Reams Sta-

tion, Vu., $800. 
To trustees of Opequon Presbyterian Church, Kernstown, Va., $1,750. 
To trustees of Presbyterian Church, LovettsvHle, Va .• $425. 
•.ro trustees of Presbyterian Church, Strasburg, Va., $730. 
To trustees of Providence Methodist Episcopal Church, near Suf

folk, Va., $890. 
To trustees of St. George's Episcopal Church, Fredericksburg, Va., 

$900. . 
'.ro trustees of St. Mary's Catholic Church, Fredericksburg. Va., $500. 
To trustees of Salem Baptist Church, Clarke County, Va., $600. 
To trustees Shiloh (Old Site) Baptist Church, Fredericksburg, Va., 

$1,500. 
To trustees of St. Paul's Free Church, of Routts Hills, Va., $600. 
'l'o trustees of the Alfred Street Baptist Church, Alexandria, Va., $900. 
To trustees of the Baptist Church of Culpeper, Va., $1,750. 
To trustees of the First Baptist Church of Alexandria, Va., $3,000. 
'l'o trustees of the John Mann Methodist Episcopal ~hurch (colored), 

of Winchester, Va., $600. 
To trustees of the l\Iassaponax Baptist Church, Massaponax, \a., 

$195. 
To trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Garys, Va., $1,000. 
To trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Culpeper, 

Va., $1,850. 
To trustees .of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Jeffersonton, 

Va .. $325. 
To trustees of the Method.ist Episcopal Church South, of Stephens 

City, Va., $500. . . 
To trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Suffolk, Va., 

$2,100. 
To trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, 

Va .. $1,190. . 
To trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Fredericksburg, Va., 

$2,625. 
To trustees of Presbyterian Church of McDowell, Highland County, 

Va., $150. 
To trustees of the Presbyterian Church, Warrenton, Va., $8~0. 
'l'o trustees of the St. Paul Reformed Church, of Woodstock, Va.; 

$325. 
To trustees of Trinity Lutheran Church, of Stephens City, Va., 

$500. 
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To ttustees Union Church, Falmot~th, Va., $750. I To E. P. Chewning," administrator of the estate of Kelles Chewning, 
To trustees of Washington Street Methodist Episcopal Church South, deceased, late of Roane County, $1,100. 

of Alexandria Va., $4,600. To Fetterman (now West Main Street) Methodist Episcopal C1lm·ch, 
To vestry Aquia Protestant Episcopal Church, Stafford County, Va., of Grafton, W. Va., $490. 

$1,500. To J. W. Gardner, administrator of the estate of F. A. Roeder, de-
To vestry of Lambs Creek Protestant Episcopal Church,. King George ceased, late of Jetl'erson County, $320. 

County, Va., $800. To Harmon W. Hessen, of Martinsburg, W. Va., $2,035. 
To vestry of St. Luke's Episcopal Church, of Remington, Va., $650. To James M. Stephenson of Point Pleasant, Mason County, $244. 
To vestry of St. Paul's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Haymarket, To trustees of Elk Bra.llch Presbyterian Chl.Xch, Duffields, w. Va., 

Va., $1,000. $600. 
To vestry of St. Stephen's Protestant Episcopal Church, Culpeper, 'l'o trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church of Bunkerhill, W. Va., 

Va., $1,000. $1,000 
To wardens Me,rchant's Hope Protestant Episcopal Church, Prince To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Barboursville, 

George Comity, Va., $1,150. W Va $500 
To wardens of St. Thomas Episcopal Chur~, Middletown, Va., $600. To ri'. B. Barbour, of Newport News, va., and Andrew P. Gladden, of 
To Wilderness Bap.tis~ Church, S.P<?ttsylvama County, Va., $300. Clarksburg W. Va., $758. 
To Robert M. Wilkinson, admm1strator of the estate of Samuel To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Charles Town, 

Marsh, deceased ~f Norfolk, $830. w. Va., $600. 
'l'o Joseph Whllams, formerly of Fredericksburg, but now of Wash- To trustees, Methodist Episcopal Church South, Clarksburg, W. Va.,, 

ington, D. C., $~21. . $1,400. 
'.£o Zoar Baptist Church, Bnstersburg, Va., $700. To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South Point Pleasant, 
To trustees of Andrew Chapel Methodist Episcopal Church South, w. va., $1,090. ' 

I.l'airfax County, Va., $450. To trustees Methodist Episcopal Church South, St. Albans, W. Va., 'fo trustees of Fletche~ Cha~el, of King George County, v:a., $1,500. $1,400. 
To trustees of MethodiSt Episcopal Church South, of Paris, Va., $200. To trustees of MethQdist Protestant Church, Middleway, w. va., $825. ro trustees of New Hope Bai?tist Church, Orange County, Va.,, $150. To trustees Presbyterian Church, of Clarksburg, W. Va., 525. 
To trustees of Methodist EpiScopal Church South, of Upperville, Va., To trustees Presbyterian Church, Moorefield, W. Va., $1,430. 

$210. . To trustees of Presbyterian Church, Springfield W. Va., $600. 
To trustees of Methodist Episcopal Church South, Umson, Va., $150. To trustees St. John's Catholic Church, of Summersville, W. Va., 
The amendment was agreed to $1,050. 
Mr. FULTON. I offer the a~endment which I send to the $1~~o~ustees of St. John Episcopal Church, of Charleston, W. Va., 

desk, to come in on page 103, after line 10. To trustees of St. John's Protestant Episcopal Chlll'ch, Harpers 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amen~ent w~ll.be stated. Fe~'J'tr~t:Jsa~f ~~e7~ethodist Episcopal Church, Webster, w. Va., $450. 
The SECRETABY. On page 103, after line 10, It IS proposed to To trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Beverly, w. Va., $1,500. 

insert the following : 'l'o trustees of th~ Presbyterian Cf-~rch of Petersburg, .W. Va., $2,000. 
To the trustees of the Forest Hill Methodist Episcopal Church at . To trustees of ZIOn Protestant Episcopal Church, of Charles To~~. 

Dunfr' $1 000 W. Va., $540. 
To \~~ trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Deep To wardens and vestrymen of St. Mark's Protestant Episcopal 

Creek, 900 Church, of St. Alba~,. W. Va., $2,400. . 
To the trustees of the Methodist Protestant Church of Fox Hill, $625. To trustees of Trrmty Protestant Episcopal Church, Martinsburg, 
To the trustees of the Mt. Zion Methodist Episcopal Church (colored), W'TJ"~ou!ty1• 3~~urt of Berkeley County w va $7 920 of Middleton, $300. • · ., • · 
'.fo William H. Taliaferro, administrator of the estate of James G. 

Taliaferro, King George County, $8,910. 
'l'o John B. Myers, administrator of the estate of Alexander . Myers, 

deceased, late of Charles City County, $2,680. · 
To MaryS. Bland, Anna Bland, and Sue P. Bland, legal heirs of Theo

dore Bland, deceased, late of Prince George County, $3,600. 
To the trustees of Four Mile Creek Baptist Church, of Henrico County, 

$800. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
1\fr. FUI ... TON. On page 95, line 17, before the name "Bow

den," the name "Mary" should be stricken out and the name 
" Martha " inserted. 

Mr. WARREN. That is correct. 
Mr. FULTON. I move that amendment to the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 

will be stated. · 
The SECRETARY. On page 95, line 17, before the name "Bow

den," it is proposed to strike out " Mary " and insert "Martha," 
so as to read : 

To Rosa M. Bowden, Zenobia Porter, Mary E. Bowden, and Martha 
Bowden Gustin, heirs of Lemuel J. Bowden, deceased, late of Williams
burg, $3,540. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON. In the item at the top of page 102, for the 

Lambs Creek Protestant Episcopal Church, the word " vestry " 
should be stricken out and the words " the trustees " inserted. 
I move that amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETABY. On page 102, line 1, after the word " To," it 
is proposed to strike out "vestry," and insert "the trustees," 
so as to read : 

To the trustees of Lambs Creek Protestant Episcopal Church, King 
George County, Va., $800. 

::u.r. KEAN. If that amendment is made, then it will b.e nec
es!':ary to make similar changes in the other items. 

Mr. FULTON. No. 
Mr. KEAN. I do not know what the rule . ls in that State, 

but in other States the ·protestant Episcopal Church is gen
erally incorporated by the warden and vestry of the Protestant 
Episcopa1 Church. · 

Mr. FULTON. These items are made as nearly as possible 
to follow the finding;l of the court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Tbe next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, under 

the head of "West Virginia," on page 104, after line 4, to 
insert: 

To Mary ID. Buckey, of Randolph County, $115. 
'l.'o Caledonia Lodge, ·No. 4, Independent Order of Odd FelJows, of 

Shepherdstown, W. Va., $115. 

l\Ir. FULTON. I offer the amendment to the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 106, after line 22, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

To the trustees of the Protestant Church of French Creek, W. Va., 
$1,100. 

To Warwick Hutton, administrator of the estate of Samuel Mor
rison, deceased, late of Randolph County, $1,340. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
· The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill a question. I have some additional amendments. Their 
age speaks for them. They are very ancient. Does the Sen
ator desire that I shall offer them· now or wait until the com-
mittee amendments are disposed of? · 

Mr. FULTON. I hope the Senator will not ask to have them 
considered now. We should first consider and dispose of the 
committee amendments. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Mr. FULTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

desk, to come in on line 2, page 107. The claimant mentioned 
in the item has died since the bill was reported, and as a con
sequence an amendment is necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Under the subhead "Wisconsin," on page 

107, line 2, after the word "To," it is proposed to insert" Char
lotte Lyke and John B. Lyke, executors of the estate of," and 
in the same line, after the name " Lyke," to insert "deceased," 
so as to read : 

To Charlotte Lyke and John B. Lyke, executors of the estate of Hiram 
F. Lyke, deceased, of Waukesha County, $188.56. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON. I ask to recur to the item, on page 69, line 17, 

as I desire to move an amendment to the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment will be considered as pending. The amendment to 
the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 60, line 17, after the word "To," It 
is proposed to strike out " Robert M. Lay, administrator " and 
insert "John R. Owen, in trust for the est~te," so as to read: 

To John R. Owen, in trtiSt for the estate of Nancy Lay, deceased, late 
of Scott County, $2,804. 

The amendment to· the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 
..... page 107, after line 5. to insert: · 

DlFFERE~CE BETWEE~ SEA AND SHORE PAY. 

CALIFOR~IA. 

To Hannah f. Coon, ·widow (remarried) of Edward B. Bingham, de
ceased, of Sonoma County, $308.49. 

To Bmily Y. Cutts, widow of Richard M. Cutts, deceased, of Mare Is-
land, $250.06. · 

To Francenia H. Dale, widow of Frank C. Dale, deceased, of Merced 
County, $61.64. 

To Marcus D. Hyde, of Alameda County, $225.98. 
To Louisa I. Laine, widow of Richard W. Laine, deceased, of San 

Franci>:co Cotmty, $12G.55. 
To Nicholas Pratt, of California, $352.f?4. 

COLORADO. 

To Josephine A. Buell, widow of James W. Buell, deceased, of Jeffer
son County, $97.61. 

To James Thayer, of €rested Butte, $184.95. 
CO:s"NECTICUT. 

To Elizabeth F. Curtis, administratrix de bonis non of the estate .of 
William Barrymore, deceased, $603.57. r 

To Harriet B. Gaylot·d, sister of Dudley E. Taylor, deceased, of New 
Haven County, $142.89. ~ 

To Gideon E. Holloway, son of Gideon E. Holloway, deceased, of 
New Lcndon County, $139.50. 

To Ju1ius G. Rathbone, administrator of the estate of George C. 
Campbell, deceased, of Hartfot·d County, $230.19. 

DELAWARE. 

To George R. Gray, Newcastle County, $490.74. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

To Otway C. Berryman, William M. Berryman, Alice B. Brom~ell, 
Columbia M. Payne, children of 0. H. Berryman, deceased, of Washmg
ton, ~67.25 . 

To John C. Boyd. of Washington, $238.62. 
To John B. Briggs, of Washington, $16.44. 
To Roberdeau Buchanan, administrator de bonis non of the estate of 

1\IcKean Buchanan, deceased, of Washington, $855. 
To John D. Cahill, administrator of the estate of Dennis Twiggs, 

deceased, of Washington, $126.58. 
To Mary II. Corbett, granddaughter of Samuel Ho~ard, deceased, of 

Washington, $370.13. ' 
To Louisa,...'\._. Crosby, widow of Pierce Crosby, deceased, $269.17. 
To Samuel Cross. cf Washington, $26.85. 
'l'o Thomas T. Didier and Frederick W. Didier, heirs of Fr~derick B. 

Didier. deceased, $120.~0. 
'l'o iVilliam S. Dixon, $136.44. 
'l'o Bdward J. Dorn, $202.19. 
'l'o Kate R. Emmerich and Parthenia E. Altemus, sisters of Charles 

F. Emmerich. deceased, of Washington, $452.87. 
To .Tames 1\I. Flint, $193.30. 
To Marina B. Hardin~. widow (remarried) of Henry 0. Handy, de-

ceased. cf Washington. $195.23. 
To Isaac Hazlett. 131.51. 
To Cumberland G. Herndon. $204.65. 
To Jcbn Hubbard. of Washington, $95.34. 
To Alice S. Jordan, widow of John W. Jordan, of Washington, 

$2!H.70. 
To Bella A. Leach, widow of Boynton Leach, deceased, of Washing-

ton. $88.83. 
·To Florence Murray, widow of Alexander Murray, deceased, of Wash-

ington, $1!).80. 
'To Henrietta M. D. Oliphant, widow (remarried) of Henry J. Hunt, 

deceased, $29.04. . 
To Christine I. Owen, Kathleen D. Owen, Albert T. Owen, and Alfred 

C. Owen, children of Alfred M. Owen, deceased, of Washington, 
$175.89. 

To Christiana C. Queen, widow of W. W. Queen, deceased, of Wash-
ing-ton. $49.25. 

To Presley 1\I. Rixey, 123.29. 
To William F. Swinburne, of Washington, $36.16. 
To Frederick E. Upton, of Washington, $134.79. 

FLORIDA. 

To Catherine Delap, widow of George Delap, deceased, of Florida, 
$168.64. 

GEORGIA. 

To John T. Plunkett, heir at law of Thomas S. Plunkett, deceased, 
of the State of Georgia, $97.81. 

ILLINOIS. 

To Antonia Lynch, Margaret Lynch, Charlotte L. Carmody, Josephine 
L. Ridgeway, Jane L. Canby, childt·en of Dominick Lynch, deceased, of 
Cook County, and elsewhere, $73.97. 

'l'o Mary J. Owen, widow of Elias K. 'owen, deceased, Randolph 
County, $1,631.42. 

To ·l\Ierrill Spalding, executor of Enoch G. Pa-rrott, deceased, Cook 
County, $1,888.60. 

To Horatio L. Wait, of Cook County, $164.48. 
INDIANA. 

To G. \. Menzies, Posey County, $39.86. 
KEXTUCKY. 

To Theodot·e Hpeiden and William S. Speiden, sons of William Speiden, 
deceased, of .Tefferson County, $60.80. 

To Hat·n· Pearson and Elba P. Gassaway, grandchildren of William 
Pearsou, deceased, of Hickman County, $30.80. 

l\IAINE. 

To Thomas W. Bell, of Kennebunkport1 $323.02. 
'l'o Daniel Butland, brother of Franc1s Butland, deceased, of York 

County, $718.58. 
To Loring G. Emerson, of Hancock County. $760.61. 
To :Merrill Spalding, James A. Spalding, Elizabeth T. Spalding, chil

dren of Lyman G. Spalding, deceased, Cumberland County. $64.11. 
To Cbnrles H. Evans, executor of the estate of Alice Evans; of the 

State of Maine, $384.49. 
To Bessie D. Laighton, or her heirs, $102.25. 

MARYLAND. 

To Charles F. Bennett, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Lynch, 
deceased, of'the State of Maryland, $207.67. 

'l'o James T. Bowling, of the State of Maryland, $395.73. 
To Mary A. Brannan, widow of James A. Brannan, deceased, of the 

State of Maryland $1,318.48. 
'l'o Harriet C. Brown, administrab·ix of the estate of Thomas R. 

Brown, deceased, of Baltimore City County, $256.22. 
~l'o Henry H. Clark, of Anne Arundel County, $1,390.36. 
To Francis A. Cook, of Anne Arundel County, $870.47. 
To Edward A. Coughlin, next of kin and heir at law of Paul Armandt, 

of the State of Maryland, $63. 
To George T. Douglass, son of Daniel T. Douglass, deceased, of Bl!lti~ 

more County, $21.40. 
To Howard F. Downs, administrator de bonis non of the est~te of 

James Hutchinson, deceased, of Govans, in the county of Baltimore, 
$236.12. 

To Mary J. Field, widow of William Field, of the State of Maryland, 
$694.89. . 

To Fannie S. B. Halm, widow (remarried) of John C. Beaumont, de
ceased, Washingtoa County, $81. 

To Charles A. Le Compte, of the State of Maryland, $322.93. 
To Anna McDonald, widow of James McDonald, of the State of Mary-

land, $422.45. 
To William foody, of the State of Maryland, $543.94. 
To Edward K. Rawson, of Anne Arundel County, $136.99. 
To Albert: P. Southwick, adminisb·ator of the estate of John South

wick, deceased, of the State of Maryland, $641.68. 
To William G. Sprostan, brother of John G. Sprostan, deceased, of 

· Baltimore City County, $59.25. 
To Mary T. Sweeting, heir at law of John Joins, deceased, of the 

State of Maryland, $179.59. 
To Louis. A. Cornthwaite, of Baltimore, $861.39. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

To Mary J. Abbott, widow of William A. Abbott, deceased, of Essex. 
County, $52.59. 

To Josiah B. Aiken, of Suffolk County, $149.04. 
'l'o Lucy M. Allen and Joseph A. Holmes,. administrators of the estate 

of Weld N. Allen, deceased, of the State of Massachusetts, $410.03. 
To Mary Elizabeth Babbitt, daughter of Charles W. Babbitt, deceased, 

of Bristol County, $97.70. 
'l'o Almena B. Bates, daughter of John A. Bates, deceased, of Suffolk 

County $643.04. 
To Grace E. Bolton and fary E. Bolton, sole heirs at law of Wil

liam II. Bolton, deceased, of the State of Massachusetts, $164.88. 
To Helen Bryant, granddaughter of William Black, deceased, of 

rorfoik County, $322.40. 
To William F. Burditt, Eleanora B. Kimball, Albert B. Burditt, 

Charlotte Ferguson, children of William Burditt, deceased, of Suffolk 
County, and elsewhere, $317.10. 

To Virginia ~I. Chase, daughter of Moses B. Chase, deceased, of 
Suffolk County, $152.80. 

To Ida T. Coggeshall, daughter of James P. Russell, deceased, of 
Bristol County, $112.09. 

'l'o Frederick W. Cottom, of Norfolk County, $130.94. 
1\Ir. FULTON. On page 116, line 21, I move to change the 

name "Cottom," to "Cotton." 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 

will be stu ted. 
The SECRETARY. On page 116, line 21, it is proposed to change 

the name " Cottom," to " Cotton," so us to read : 
To Frederick W. Cotton, of Norfolk County, $130.94. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. ,. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Claims was, on page 116, after line 22, to 
insert: 

To Edward Cronin. of Suffolk County, $79.20. 
To Alexander D. Damon, of Suffolk County, $34.79. 
To Charles T. Davis, nephew of James S. Thornton, deceased, of 

Essex County, $51.25. 
To Ezt·a Z. Derr, of Suffolk County, $27.40. 
To Emily A. Gifford, widow of George P. Gifford, deceased, of Bristol 

County, $83.63. 
To Manasseh Goodwin, heir of Ezra S. Goodwin, of the State of 

Massachusetts, $234.21. 
To Artemas P. Hannum, administrator cum testamento annexo de 

bonis non of the estate of Josiah A. Hannum, deceased, of the State 
of Massachusetts, $368.62. 

To Elliott C. Harrington, of Suffolk County, $157.46. 
To Katharine A. Hot·an, daughter of William Langdon, deceased, of 

Suffolk County, $587.50. 
To George E. Leach, administrator of the estate of Phineas Leach, 

of the State of Massachusetts, $1,023.74. 
To Edward D. Marchant, son of Cornelius M. Marchant, deceased, of 

Dukes County, $303.45. 
To Ferdinand G. Morrill of Suffolk County, $118.98. · 
To Esther and Theresa Redington, only heirs of Robert Redington, 

of the State of Massachusetts, $238.78. 
To George H. Richards, administrator with the will annexed of the 

estate of William A. Parker, deceased, of Norfolk County, $2,230. 
To Mabel G. Sm.ith, daughter of Thomas Smith, deceased, of Middle

sex County, $293.69. 
To John T. Spavin, Anna M. Spavin, Ernestine E. Spavin, Jennie 

Whittemore, Elizabeth Farnham, children Df Robert Spavin, deceased, 
of Suffolk County, $282.81. 

To Harry N. Stearns, administrator of the estate of Francis Josselyn, 
deceased1 petitioner, of the State of Massachusetts, $1,183.10. 

To Jonn A. Tanner, of Suffolk County, $238.62. 
T.Q Edward K. Valentine, of Suffolk County, 1,137.47. 
To Mary B. Willey, daughter and only child of George F. Willey, 

deceased, of the State of Massachusetts, $288.83. 
To Elizabeth N. Courtney, widow of Charles Courtney, deceased, of 

the State of Massachusetts, $378.81. 
MICHIGAN. 

To Mary F. Clark, widow of Frank H. Clark, deceased, of Boughton 
Count;y_, $200.55. 

To ueorge G. Clay, of Kent County, $&05.76. 
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MISSOURI. 
To Mary S. McQuade and William A. Chambers, children of William 

Smith, deceased, of St. Louis County, 188.75. 
To Belle M. Raborg, widow o! George B. Raborg, deceased, of St. Louis 

City County, 109.20. 
'l'o Maria L. Rodgers, granddaughter of Andrew K. Long, deceased, 

of St. Louis City County, $98.60. 
Nl;lBRASKA. 

To Willard Foster, heir at law of Edward Foster, of the State of 
Nebraska, $259.66. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

To Hn.zel 0. Goodsoe, Perle E. Nute, Leonora W. Goodsoe, and E. 
Shirlet Uundlett, children of Augustus 0. Goodsoe, deceased, of Rock
ingham County, $293.70. 

To Emma G. Jenness, widow of Thomas B. Gammon, of Rockingham 
County, 208.60. · 

To Mat·ie S. Perrimond, widow o! Xavier Perrimond, deceased, of 
Rockingham County, $60. 

To 1!;mma M. Gay, widow and executrix of the estate of Thomas S. 
Gay, deceased, of the State of New Hampshire, $477.65. 

'EW .TEllSEY. 

To Katharine M. Burnett, widow of Joseph C. Burnett, deceased, of 
the State of New Jersey, 96.31. 

To Nelson H. Drake, of Morris County, $346.85. 
•.ro Louise E. Elder, widow of Robert B. Elder, deceased, o! Essex 

County, 144.84. 
To Clara B. Hassler, widow of Charles W. Hassler, of the State of 

New J er ey, $566.35. 
To Andrew McCleary, of Camden County, $397.45. 
To Amanda E. MacFarlane, widow of John MacFarlane, deceased, of 

the State of New Jersey, $254.79. 
To Thomas Mason, of the State of New Jersey, $37.94. 
To Walter .J. Mayer, Alfred .J. Mayer, and Ida .J. Mayer Storch, heirs 

of William II. Mayer, jr., deceased, of the State of New .Jersey, $181.92. 
• To Clifford C. Pearson. jr., administrator of the estate of Clifford C. 

Pearson, deceased, of Middlesex County, $294.49. 
To Robert C. Ribbans, guardian of minor heirs of Isaiah E. Crowell, 

decea ed of Essex County, $523.14. 
To Robert C. Ribbans, guardian of minor heirs of William M. Maull, 

of Es ex County, $159. 
To Winnie l\L Stillwell, widow of James Stillwell, deceased, of Essex 

County, $30.75. 
NEW MEXICO. 

To Clifford B. Gill, of Dona Ana County, $766.35. 

NEW YORK. 

To Helen S. Abernathy and Charles H. Abernathy, sole heirs at law 
of .John .J. Abernathy, of the State of New York, $191.05. 

To William H. Bacon and Annie M. Smith, heirs at law of Francis 
H. Bacon, deceased, of the States of New York, and New Jersey, $186.22. 

To Fanny Belknap, widow of Charles Belknap, deceased, of Queens 
County, $68.11. 

To A. Nelson Bell, Kings County, $131. 
To Louisa C. Bell, widow of Edward B. Bell, deceased, of the State 

of New York, 875.92. 
To Caroline H. Broadhead, widow of Edgar Broadhead, deceased, of 

Orange County, $253.33. 
To Christophel· Bruns, of New York County, $141.37. 
'l'o Albert Buhner, of Kings County, $65.17. . 
To Charles El Carter, Elizabeth Crawford Bronson. and Lawrence C. 

Crawford, heirs at law of John C. Carter, of Washington, D. C., and 
the State of New York, 372.91. 

To Jessie F. Cole, sister of Frederick A. Howes, deceased, of Dutchess 
County, $194.09. 

To John P. Gillis, son of John P. Gillis, deceased, of New York 
County, $74.14. 

To Ft·ancis C. Green, executor of the estate of Francis M. Green, of 
the State of New York, $373.24. 

To William H. Hall, Charles G. Hall, Eleanore Darling, and Alex
ander H . Wells, heirs at law of Michael Hall, deceased, of Kings 
County, $194.60. 

To Harriett F. Hibben, widow of Henry B. Hibben, deceas~, of the 
State of New York, $722.45. 

To Robert Hudson, of Onondaga County, $26.03. 
To Frances R. Hunsicker, widow of Joseph L. Hunsicker, deceased, 

of Erie County 205.48. 
To Caroline H. Lillie and Julia W. L. Symington, executrixes of the 

estate of A. B. H. Lillie, deceased, of New York County, 113.97. 
To Gilbert L. McGowan, of the State of New York, $23.25. 
To Robert H. McLean, of the county of New York, $112.60. 
To E. T. T. Marsh. of the State of New York, 54.58. 
To Mary H. Nicholson, widow of James W. A. Nicholson, deceased, 

of New York County, 273.29. 
To Ebenezer S. Prime, of Suffolk County, $325.20. 
To Louisa P. Seaman, widow of Stephen Seaman, deceased, of the 

State of New York, $465.6 . 
To John M. Steele, of Kings County, $25.20. . 
To Martha D. Sturgis, daughter of Samuel F. Hazzard, deceased, of 

New York County, $2-11 .65. 
To Eleanor R. Swan and Charles B. Swan. heirs at law of Robert 

Swan decea ed, of the State of New York, 233.42. 
To 'Edward D. Taussig, of Kings County, 33.97. 
To Hobart L. Tremain, of Sullivan County, 295.89. 
To Henrietta L. Tucker, widow of Thomas B. Tucker, of the State of 

New York, $7!16.63. -
To Ira C. Whitehead, of Orange County $148.76. 
To Frederick W. Wunderlich, of the State of New York, $58.04. 
To Charles A. White and Isabella G. White, sole heirs at law of 

Leverett H. White, deceased, of New York and New Jersey, respectively, 
$250.87. 

To Elizabeth M. Pitkin and Carie Pitkin McDowell, heirs of Henry S. 
Pitkin, deceased, of the State of New York, $382.21. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

To Stephen A. Norfleetl-. administrator of the estate of Ernest Nor
fleet, deceased, of Bertie county, $53.70. 

To Augustus Rodney Macdonough, administrator of the estate of 
Charles S. McDonough, deceased, of the State of North Carolina, $651.37. 

OHIO. 

To L. C. Barclay, granddaughter of J. O'Connor Barclay, deceased, of 
Jefferson County, $119.45. 

To James F. Fitzhugh, administrator ·of the estate of William E. 
Fitzhugh, deceased, of Clinton County, 1,681.37. 

To Mary S. Franklin, widow of Gustavus S. Franklin, deceased of 
Ross County, $324.31. ' 

To Charles B. Gilmore, brothE'r of Fernando P. Gilmore, deceased, of 
Jefferson County, $44.11. 

To Mrs. George C. Hagan, widow (remarried) of John G. Mitchell, 
deceased, of Huron County, 101.88 . . 

To Nopie 1\L Le Breton, daughter of David McDougal, deceased of 
Ross County, $49.75. ' 

To Fred B. McConnell, heir at law of Rufus S. McConnell, deceased, 
of the State of Ohio, $566.03. 

'l'o l\Iary P. Shirley, executrix of the estate of James R. Shirley, only 
child of Paul Shirley, deceased, of the State of Ohio, $1.167.43. 

To Maria S. Wright, sister of Arthur H. Wright, deceased, of Frank-
lin County, $23.29. · 

OREGON. 

To George H. Sampson, Leander P. Sampson, Elias S. Willis, Henry 
P. Willis, James M. Willis, jr., and Maria .J. Akin, heh·s at law of Daniel 
W. Sampson, deceased, of the States of New York, Massachusetts, and 
Oregon. $936.68. 

l'ENNSYLVANIA. 
To Margaretta D. Abbey, Henry Lelar, jr., William D. Lelar, Mary 

D. Pierce, and Ellen D. Lelar, children and sole heirs at law of Henry 
I.elar, of the State of Pennsylvania, $312.37. 

To Richard Ashbridge, Philadelphia County, $49.31. 
To Georgiana Bonsall, widow of Edward Bonsall, deceased, of Dela· 

ware County, $75.07. 
To Mattie Ei. Chaplin, of the State of Pennsylvania, $102.50. 
'l'o William Cuddy, of Philadelphia County, :j;74.7!1. 
To William L. Degn, Annette N. Degu McCoy, Minnie H. Degn Wil

son, and Albert L. Degn, heirs to Laust E. Degn, of the State of Penn
sylvania, $342.16. 

To Walter B. Dick, of the State of Pennsylvania, $64.31. 
To Michael C. Drennan, of Northampton County, $15.89. 
To the Pennsylvania Company, for insurance on lives and granting 

annuities, executor of the estate of Henry Etting, deceased, Philadel· 
phia County, 665.86. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 128, after line 21, to 

insert: 
To Ellen L. Faunce, widow of Peter Faunce, deceased,· of the State 

of Pennsylvania, $291.09. 
Mr. FULTON. In line 23, I move to strike out " $291.09 " 

and insert "$401.76." 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert at the top of page 129 

the following : 
To Margaret A. Hoffner, widow of Richard J. Hoffner, deceased, of 

the State of Pennsylvania, $255.78. 
To Samuel W. Latta, county of Philadelphia, $105.68. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 129, after line 5, to insert : 
To Jessie E. Linnekin, heir at law of Thomas J. Linnekin, of the 

State of Pennsylvania, $154.92. 
Mr. FULTON. On page 129, line 6, the Christian name 

"Je sie E." should be stricken out and the name "Selena A." 
inserted, and in the same line, strike out the words " heir- at 
law" and insert "widow." 

The amendment to the amendment ·was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 129, after line 8, to insert : 
To Mary McLeod, widow of Norman McLeod, of the State of Penn

sylvania, $326.75. 
To Mary E. Maxwell and Blanche M. Lewis, daughters of J ames Mc

Clelland, deceased, Northampton Coun ty, 684.25. 
To Georgia E . 1\fordson, administratrix of the estate of George Smith, 

of the State of Pennsylvania, $553.48. . 
To Rebecca P. Nieids, executrix of the estate of Henry C. Nlelds, of 

the State of Pennsylvania, 960. 
•.ro Adelaide R. Shaw, widow of Samuel F. Shaw, deceased, of Phila-

delphia County, $659.73. 
To John C. Spear, of Montgomery County, $232.60. 
To Robert Steel, of the State of Pennsylvania, 15 . 3. 
To Elizabeth C. Van Reed, heir at law of George Cochran, deceased, of 

the State of Pennsylvania, $214.47. 
To Phoebe N. VerMeulen, widow of Edmund C. VerMeulen, deceased, 

Philadelphia County, $55.89. 
To Henry Whelen, Philadelphia County, $158.12. 
To Fred White, son and he1r at law of Edward W. White, deceased, 

of the State of Pennsylvania, $652.75. · 
To P. Fendall Young, executot· of the estate of William F. Young, de

deased, Philadelphia County, $231.03. 
RHODE ISLAXD. 

To Thomas Dunn, ad.ministt·ator of the estate of Charles Hunter, de
ceased, Newport County, $41.20. 

VIRGINIA. 

To Margaret A. Blackmore, daughter of Charles F. Guillon, deceased, 
Elizabeth City County, 225.56. 

To Mary J. Frothingham, Maraaret E . Cavendy, and Ua."ry F. Coy, 
bel~ at law of Edward Cavendish, of the State of Virginia, $2;";3.59. 

'l'o James M. Odend'bal, adminish·ator of the estate of John W. 
Odend'hal, deceased, of Norfolk County, 671.23. · 

'l'o Mary B. R. mitb, widow (remarried) of Emory H. Taunt, de
ceased, of Culpeper County, $103.20. 

To H . S. Heman, administrator of the estate of William M. King, de
ceased, of Norfolk County, ~207.9!). 

To Mary S. Mcintosh and Elizabeth S. Taylor, children of John L. 
Saunders, deceased, of Norfolk County, 210. 

To George P. Barnes, of Norfolk Cotmty, $160.27. 
To Charles Schroeder, administrator of tbe estate of Samuel G. City, 

of Norfolk, 332.72. · 
To John T. Newton, of Norfolk County, $66.30. 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 

To Harriet S. Lyeth, administratrix of the estate of Clinton H. 
Lyeth, deceased, of the State of West Virginia, $202.19. 

'I'o Thornton T. Perry, son of Rodger Perry, deceased, of Jefferson 
County, $51.80. 

'l'o Jttlia M. Woods and Mary E. Hagan, daughters, Mary J. Edelen 
and William M. Junkin, grandchildren, of David X. Junkin, deceased, 
Berkeley County, $203.16. 

WISCONSIN, 

To Charles C. Grafton, brother of Edward C. Grafton, deceased, of 
Fond du Lac County, $720.39. 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

To Henry t· Johnson, claimant, a citizen of the United States, 
$142.47. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 132, after line 16, to insert: 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

To pay the findings of the Court of Claims on the following claims for 
indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 30, 1801, under 
the act entitled "An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
31st day of July 1801:" Provided, That in all cases where the original 
sufferers were adjudicated bankrupts the awards shall be made on behalf 
of the next of kin instead of to assignees in bankruptcy, and the awards 
in the cases of individual claimants shall not be paid until the Court 
of Claims shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the per
sonal representatives on whose behalf the award is made represent the 
next of kin, and the courts which granted the administrations, respec
tively, shall have certified that the legal representatives have given 
adequate security for the legal disbursements of the awards, namely: 

On the ship Ceres, Roswell Roath, master, namely: 
Donald G. Perkins, administrator of the estate of Daniel Dunham, 

deceased, $7,522.82. 
Donald G. Perkins, administrator of the estate of Alpheus Dunham, 

deceased, $6,003.84. 
Edmund D. Roath, administrator of the estate of Roswell Roath, de-

ceased, $1,518.98. 
Asahell Willet, administrator of the estate of Jedediah Willet, de-

ceased, $1,518.98. 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de· 

ceased, $700. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel-

lowes, deceased, $800. 
H. Burr Crandall, administrator of the estate of Thomas Dickason, 

deceased, $1,000. 
William P. Perkins, executor, etc., of the will of Thomas Perkins, de-

ceased, $500. 
On the sloop Abigail, Silas Jones, master, namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de-

ceased, $700. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel-

lowes, deceased, $800. 
On the sloop Two Friends, Peter Pond, master, namely: 
George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of Peter Pond, deceased, 

$925.25. 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de-

ceased, $1,800. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de· 

ceased, $1,000. 
George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of William Leavenworth, 

deceased, $1,199.25. 
On the ship Sally Butler, Alexander Chisolm, master, namely: 

· Archibald Smith, administrator de bonis non of the estate of James 
Seagrove, deceased, $6,311.41. 

On the brig Neptune
1 

Hezekiah Flint, master, namely : 
David Pin~ree, admmistrator of the estate of Thomas Perkins, de-

ceased, ~409.o4. . 
Franc1s M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of John McLean, 

deceased, $500. 
Arthur :0. Hill, . administrator of the estate of Benjamin Homer, de-

ceased, $1,000. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de-

cea ed, $1,000. 
On the ketch John, Henry Tibbets, master, namely: 
Basket Derby, administrator of the estate of Elias Basket Derby, 

deceased, $12,962.92. 
On the brigl!ntine Eliza, Thomas Woodbury, master, namely: 
Arthur L. Huntington, administrator of the estate of William Orne, 

deceased, $29,792.46. 
Bayard Tuckerman, administrator of the estate of Walter Channing, 

deceased, late surviving partner of Gibbs & Channing, $750. 
Arthur L. Huntington, administrator of the estate of James Dunlap, 

$500. William Ropes Trask, administrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, 
deceased, $1,000. 

Archibald M. Howe, administrator of the estate of Francis Green, 
deceased, $500. · 

Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of the estate of Jacob Sebor, de-
ceased, $250. 

Sarah L. Farnum, administratrix of the estate of Leffert Lefferts, de-
ceased. $500. 

Louisa A. Starkweather, administratrix of the estate of Rich~rd S. 
Hallett, deceased, $625. 

Walter Bowne, administrator of the estate of Walter Bowne, de-
ceased, $625. 

Robert B. Lawrence, administrator of the estate of John R. Bowne, 
deceased, $125. . 

Walter S. Church and Walter S. Church, administrators, of the estate 
of John Barker Church, deceased, $2,000. 

Thomas W. Ludlow, administrator of the estate of Thomas Ludlow, 
deceased, $500. 

F'rancis R. Shaw, administrator of the estate of J. C. Shaw, deceased, 
$250. 

On the brig General Warren, Issachar Stowell, master, namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $6,406.68. 
Edmond D. Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, jr., 

deceased, $1,850. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de-

ceased, $960. 

On the ship Cincinnatus, William Martin, master, namely: 
Richard H. Pleasants, administrator of the estate of Aquila Brown, 

jr., deceased, $2,486.75. 
William A.. Glasgow, jr., administrator of the estate of William P. 

Tebbs, deceased, $2,560.20. 
On the brig Pilgrim, Priam Pease, master, namely: 
Nathaniel H. Stone, administrator of the estate of John M. Forbes, 

deceased, late surviving partner of the firm of J. M. & R. B. ForMs, 
$20,692.20. 

Russe1l Bradford, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, de
ceased, $2,774.44. 

· On the ship Venus, Henry Dashiell, master, namely: 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of William P. Stewart, 

deceased, late surviving partner of the firm of David Stewart & Sons 
$676&5Q . ' 

Elizabeth Campbell Murdock" administratrix of the estate of Archi
bald Campbell, deceased, $6, 76o.50. 

Elizabeth H : Penn, administratrix of the estate of Thomas Higin
botham, deceased, $3,800. 

Nicholas L. Dashiell, administrator of the estate of Henry Dashiell 
deceased, $1,570. ' 

On the sloop Geneva, Giles Savage, master, namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator, etc., of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, 

deceased, $1,300. . 
George G. King, administrator, etc., of the estate of Crowell Hatch, 

deceased, $800. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator, etc., of the estate of John C. 

Jones, deceased $700. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator, etc., of the estate of Benjamin 

Cobb, deceased, $500. 
Margaret R. Riley, administratrix, etc., of the estate of Luther Sav

age.~, deceased, late surviving partner of the firm of Riley, Savage & Co., 
$4.~50. 

On the ship Jane, James Barron, master, namely: 
James L. Hubard, administrator of the estate of William Pennock, 

deceased, $4,601.67. · 
On the schooner Amelia, Timothy Hall, master, namely: 
Julius C. Cable, administrator of the estate of William Walter, de

ceased, 1,160. 
On the brig Isabella and Ann, William Duer, master, namely: 
Alexander Proudfit, administrator of the estate of Robert Ralston 

$2,716.50. . , 
On the schooner Zilpha, Samuel Briard, master namely : 
Sarah N. Burleigh, administratrix, etc., estate' of Samuel Briard de-

ceased, $5,236.24. ' 
Joseph H. Thacher, administrator estate of John Wardrobe, deceased 

$5,236.24. ' 
On the schooner Lovely Lass, William Moore, master namely : 
George H. Barrett, administrator of the estate of Joiui Foster de-

ceased. $4,630. ' 
C. Whittle Sams, administrator of the estate of Conway Whittle 

deceased, $300. ' 
C. Whittle Sams, administrator of the estate of Francis Whittle 

deceased, $300. ' 
R. Manson Smith, administrator of the estate of Francis Smith 

deceased, $300. ' 
James L. Hubard, administrator of the estate of William Pannock 

deceased, 300. . ' 
Barton Myers, administrator of the estate of Moses Myers deceased, 

$200. ' 
Bassett A. Marsden, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Pollard. 

deceased, 200. 
On the ship Chace, Thomas Johnston, master, namely: 
Georg·e G. King, administrator of the estate of James Tisdale $18 947 
On the sc~ooner Whim, John Boyd, master, namely: ' ' • 
Fr:ances ~1eskell Ridout, administratrix de bonis non of the estate ot 

Wilham Wilson, deceased $10,443. 
On the schooner Active, Patrick Drummond, master namely · 
William D. Hill, administrator of the estate of Murk L. Hnl de-

ceased $1,640.02. .. ' 
On the brig Ruby, Luke Keefe, master namely : 
Arthur P. Cushing, administrator of the estate ot Marston Watson 

deceased, $1,596.30. ' 
Fredf' ric Dodge. administrator of the estate of Matthew Bridge, de-
ceased, $9,240.34. · 
Thomas H. Perkins, surviving executor of the will of Thomas H 

Perkins, deceased, for and on behalf of the firm of James & Thomas H. 
Perkins. '117 .25. · 

George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 
$1,064.'20. 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike 
deceased, $532.10. ' 

William Ropes Trask, administrator of the estate of Thomas Amory 
deceased, $1,704.70. ' 

Charles G. Davis, administrator of the estate of Isaac P. Davis de-
ceased, $532.10. ' 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Charles Sigour
ney, deceased, $425.68. 

Julia A. Cotting, administratrix of the estate of Uriah Cotting, de· 
ceased, $532.10. 

William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman 
deceased, $532.10. ' 

John Lowell, administrator of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart de-
ceased, $532.10. ' 

Frank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy 
deceased, $2,128.40. ' 

Charles A. Welch, administrator of the estate of William Stackpole 
deceased, 640.50. ' 

Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C Brooks de-
ceased, $15.856.60. · ' 

Walter Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of John Welles de 
ceased, $532.10. ' -

James S. English, administrator of the estate of Thomas English, de
ceased, $319.26. 

Nathan Matthews. jr., administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargent 
deceased. $638.52. • 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Eben Preble de-
ceased, $532.10. ' 

Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de-
ceased, $1,596.30. 

Charles A. Davis, administrator of the estate of Samuel Brown de-
ceased, $3.192.60. ' 

Robert Gra..llt, administrator of the estate of Will Powell, deceased 
$1,064.20. ' 
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Morton Prince, administrator of the estate of James Prince, deceased, 
$532.10. 

Gordon Dexter, administrator of the estate of Samuel Dexter, de
ceased, $532.10. 

Geor·ge G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de
ceased, $1,064.20. 

handler Robbins, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, 
deceased, for and on behalf of the firm of Jeffrey & Russell, $1,064.20. 

Daniel W. Waldron, administrator of the estate of Jacob Sheafe, de
ceased, $532.:J_O. 

Edmund D. Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, 
deceased, $2,12 .40. 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Cobb, 
deceased, $1 ,064.20. 

Archibald M. Howe, administrator of the estate of Francis Green, 
deceased, $1,064.20. · • 

On the brig Jane, Robert Knox, master, namely : 
Cmwford D. Hening, administrator of the estate of James Craw

ford, deceased, late surviving partner of James Crawford & Co., $3,866. 
On the schooner Huldah, John H. Riggs or Robert Strong, master, 

namely: 
Edmund D. Codman, administrator, etc., of the estate of William 

Gray, jr., deceased, $21000. · 
Brooks Adams, admmlstrator, etc., of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, 

deceased, $7000. 
A. Lawrence Lowell. administrator, etc., of the estate of Nathaniel 

Fellowes, deceased, $800. 
On the brig Pamela, Samuel Colby, master, namely : 
Harry R. Virgin, administrator of_ the estate of Josiah Cox, de-

ceased, $1.483.48. . 
Henry B. Cleaves, administrator of the estate of William Chadwick, 

deceased, $1,883.48. 
· Bassett A. Marsden, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Pollard, 
deceasoo, $405.42. 

Joseph S. Webster, administrator of the estate of Thomas Webster, 
deceased, $200. 

Sarah H. Southwick, administratrix of the estate of Saumel F. llussey, 
deceased, late surviving partner of the firm of Hussey, Tabor· & Co., 
$600. 

Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of .Arthur McLellan, de
ceased, $500. 

Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Stevens and 
Thomas Hovey, composing the firm of Stevens & Hovey, $200. 

Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of David Smith, deceased, 
$300. . . 

Stephen Thacher, admrn1strator of the estate of Woodbury Storer, de
ceased, $400. 

Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of Robert Boyd, deceased, 
$450. 

Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of Hugh McLellan. de
ceased, late surviving· partner of the firm of Joseph McLellan & Son, 

$6~~mund D. Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, de
-ceased, $500. 

On the schooner Union, Micajah Lunt, master, namely: 
Nathaniel Moody, administrator of the estate of John Moody, deceased, 

$1~~~0~~8 E. Andrews, administratrix of the estate of Stephen Tilton, 
deceased, $1,868.25. 

Amos Noyes, administrator of the estate of Zebedee Cook, deceased, 
$250. 

Amos Noyes, administrator of the estate of William Cook, deceased, 
$100. . . 

.Joseph A. Titcomb, admmistrator of the estate of John Wells, de
cased, $200. 

Franklin A.. Wilson, administrator of the estate of John Pearson, jr., 
deceased, $200. 

Edmund D. Codman, administ1J1tor of the estate of William Gray, jr., · 
deceased, 1,000. 

Charles C. Donnell, administrator of the estate of Joseph Toppan, de-
ceased, $200. . 

On the ship Bristol, Edward Smith, master, namely : 
Cnroline A. Woodard and Frank ·woodard, administrators of the 

estate of Thomas Smith, deceased, $6.590. 
On the ship Liberty, William Caldwell, master, namely : 
Crawford Dawes Henning, administrator of the estate of James Craw-

ford, deceased, $8,990. . 
On the brig Eleanor, George Ppce, master, namely :. .. 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Francis Johonnet, de-

ceased, $133.60. . 
James Lawson, administrator of the estate of Richard Lawson, de

ceased, $133.60. 
J. Savage Williams, administrator of the estate of Samuel Williams, 

deceased, $204.31. . 
Charles J. Bonaparte, admimstrator of the estate of Benjamin Wil

liams deceased, $204.31. 
On' the schooner Brothers, James Vinson, master, namely : 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of James Jaffray, de-

ceased, $6,488. . · f th 
l\lary Jane Thurston, admimstratrlX o e estate of John Hollins, 

deceased, $490. 
Edward C. Noyes and David Stewart, administrators of the estate of 

James Clarke, deceased, $490. 
Cumberland Dugan, administrator of the estate of Cumberland Dugan, 

deceased, $490. 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of William Wood, jr., de-

ceased, $735. . . f h t 
Charles J. Bonaparte, admtmstrator o t e es ate of Benjamin Wil-

liams deceased, $490. · 
J. Savage Williams, administrator of the estate of Samuel Williams, 

deceased $490. 
James Lawson, administrator of the estate of Richard Lawsqn, de

ceased, $367.50. 
On the ship Aurora, Stephen Butman, master, namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de-

ce~i~nk$~~~>~ey, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, 
deceased, 400. 

Henry Parkman, administrator of the estate of John Duballet, de
ceased; $1.000. 

William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Cila.nn, 
deceased, $1,000. 

John V. Apthorp, administrator of the estate of Caleb Hopkins, de
ceased, $1,500. 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Moses Brown, de
ceased, $400. 

Walter Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of Arnold Welles. jr., 
deceased, $300. 

Nathan Matthews, jr., administrator of the estate of Daniel Sar
gent, deceased, $500. 

A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel
lowes, deceased, $500. 

Daniel D. Slade, administrator of the estate of Daniel D. Rogers, 
deceased, $500. 

Walter Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of John Welles, de
ceased, $300. 

William S. Carter, administrator of the ·estate of William Smith, 
deceased, $500. 

William I. Monroe, administrator of the estate of John Brazer, de
ceased, $400. 

A. H. Loring, administrator of the estate of Willi:1m Boardman, de-
Ce!lsed, $105. 

Lawrence Bond, administrator of the estate of Natilan Bond, de
ceased, $400. 

On the sloop Flora, Francis Bourn, master, namely : 
George F. Chace, administrator of the estate of James Chace, de-

ceased, 662.04. -
On the ship Washington, Aaron Foster, master, namely: 
Lucy Franklin Read McDonnell, executrix of the will of George Pol

lock, deceased, late surviving partner of Huo-h Pollock & Co., U80. 
On the bri"' Rebecca, John B. 'l'hUl·ston, master, namely: 
Saras N. Haines and B. F. Haywood Shreve, administrators of the 

estate of William Bowne, deceased, !2, 80. 
On the bl'ig John, James Scott, mastet·, namely: 
Jameg F. Adams, administrator of the estate of Seth Adams, de

ceased, $11.439.12. 
James Adams, administrator of the estate of Seth .Adams, deceased, 

late assignee of Thomas Dickason, jr., William C. Martin, James Scott, 
William Boardman, Arnold Welles, Arnold Welles, jr., and John 
Brazer, $10,275.83. 

Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de
ceased, $1,500. 

On the ship Madison, Samuel Hancock, master, namely : 
Richard S. Whitney, administrator of the estate of John Skinner, 

jr., deceased, $9,274. 
On the brig Polly, Joseph Clements, mj\ster, namely: 
Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of Thomas Cross, 

deceased, $3,640. 
Harry R. Virgin, administrator of the estate of Gr·eeley Hannaford, 

deceased, $3,347. 
On the bri~ Fair Columbian, Joseph Myrick, master, namely: 
Sa1:ah C. Tilghman, administt·atrix of the estate of Joseph Forman, 

deceased, $5,157 .33. 
Gustav W. Lurman, administrator of the estate of John Donnell, 

deceased, $1,4 70. 
l\Iary Jane Thurston, administratrix of the estate of John Hollins, 

deceased, $980. 
Cumberland Dugan, admini trator of the estate of Cumberland Dugan, 

de~e:ss:g·R~9d~overman, administrah·ix of the estate of Anthony Grover
man deceased for and on behalf of the firm of D'Wcrhagen & 
Groverman, 980. 

David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Edward Johnson, 
decea. ed, $980. 

David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Robert C. Boislandry, 
deceased, $490. 

Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Wil
liams, deceased, $490. 

David Stewart and Isabella Rutter, administrators of the estate of 
Thomas Rutter, deceased, $9 0. 

Nathaniel Morton, admini. tmtor of tlw estate of Nathaniel Morton, 
deceased for and on behalf of the firm of Bedford & Morton, !) 0. 

Katha~·ine S. Montell, administratrix of the estate of Robert McKim, 
deceased, $980. · . . 

David' Stewart, administrator of the estate of Wilham Lorman, 
dece!lsed, 9 0. . . 

Louisa T. Carroll, administratru of the estate of William Van Wyck, 
deceased, $320. 

On the brig William, David Smith, master, namel.v: 
Fritz. H. Jordan, administrator of the estate of Leonard Smith, 

deceased, $3,343.66. 
Joseph .A. Titcomb, administrator of the estate of John Wells, de-

ceased, $90. . · . 
Francis A. Jewett, admimstrator of the estate of James rrlllce, de-

ce~~?iiar:0l. Hayes, 2d, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel A. 
Haven, deceased. $200. 

Franklin A. Wilson, administrator of the estate of .John P earson, de-
ceased, $45. . . 
Benj~in F. Peach, admlDlstrator of the estate of Moses Savory, 

de~~~~~lah4Rrei~on, administrator of the estate of Jeremiah ~el ;;on, de

cet~~le~0:E. Plummer, administrator of the esta te of William Cook, 

deCX~8{:'}r r.5
·Noyes, administrator of the estate of Zebedee Cook, de

ceased, 90. 
Jane S. Gerrish, administratrix of the estate of Edward •rapp:m, 

deceased, $45. · 
Helen A. Pike, administratrix of the estate of John rettingell, de-

ceased, $135. . . 
Lawrence H. H. Johnson, adm1mstrator of the e tate of William 

Bartlet, deceased, $1,000. 
Eben F. Stone, administrator of the estate of Nathan Hoyt, deceased, 

$45. 
Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix of the estate of Reuben Shap-

ley, deceased, $200. · 
Henry B. Reed, administrator of the estate of Andrew Frothingham, 

deceased, $50. 
On the brig Jason, Edward Smith, master. namelv: 
James Emerton, administrator of the estate of 'Benjamin West, de

ceased, $2.37 4.88. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $600. 
James :romerton, administrator of the estate of Benjamin West, jr., I deceased, $2,37 4.89. 
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On the brig Delaware, James Dumphy, master, namely : 
C. D. Vas e, administrator of the estate of Ambrose Vasse, deceased, 

$814.62. 
William D. Squires, administrator of the estate of Henry Pratt, de

ceased, late surVIving partner of Pratt & Kintzlng, 191.65. 
J. Bayard Henry, administrator of the estate of Andrew Pettit, 

deceased, late surviving partner of Pettit & Bayard, $182.10. 
George W. Guthrie administrator of the estate of Alexander Murray, 

deceased, late surviving partner of Miller & Murray, $182.10. 
J. Bayard Henry, administrator o! the estate of ~orge Rundle 

and Thomas Leech, deceased, $222.33. 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of the estate of John Miller, jr., de

ceased, 182.10. 
J. Albert Smyth, administrator of the estate of Jacob Baker, deceased, 

late surviving partner of Baker & Comegys, 182.10. 
Charles Prager, administrator of the estate of Mark Prager, jr., de

ceased, late surviving partner of Prager & Co., $191.64. 
Craig D. Ritchie, administrator of the estate of Jose~h Summerl, de

ceased, late surviving partner of Summerl & Brown, $1o3.44. 
William Brooke Waln, administrator of the estate of Jesse Wain, de-

ceased, $182.09. . 
Sara Learning, administrator of the estate of Thomas Murgatroyd, 

deceased, $182.09. 
D. Fitzhugh Savage, administrator ot the estate of John Savage, de

ceased, $141.86. 
Frands R Pemberton, administrator of the estate of John Clifford, 

decease~ late surviving partner of 'Ihon!'as & John Clifford, $153.44. 
The .l:"ennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives, etc., adminis

trator of the estate ot 'l'homas M. Willing, deceased, late surviving 
partner of Willlng & Francis, $283.70. 

Robert W. Smith, administrator of the estate of Robert Smith, de
ceased, late surviving partner of Robert Smith & Co., $182.09. 

John Lyman Cox and Howard Wurts Page, administrators of the 
estate of James Cox, deceased, $120.72. 

Henry Pettit, administrator of the estate of Charles Pettit, deceased. 
$111.17. . 

George Harrison Fisher, administrator of the estate of Jacob Ridg
way, deceased $92.07. 

George McCall, administrator of the estate of Willil\m McMurtrie, 
deceased, $92.07. 

The city of Philadelphia, administrator of the estate or Stephen 
Girard, deceased, $28.65. . 

On the brig Little John Butler, James Smith, jr., master, namely: 
Sarah E. Conover, administratr).x of the estate of John Reed, de· 

ceased, late surviving partner of Reed & Forde, .,8,139.34. 
Samuel A. Custer, administrator of the estate of Joseph . Ball, de

ceased, $588. 
Saral1 Learning, adm.inistratrix of the estate of Thomas Murgatroyd, 

deceased, for and on behalf of the firm of Thomas Murgatroyd & Sons, 
$!>SO. 

Henry Pettit, administrator of the estate of Andrew Pettit, deceased, 
late surviving partner of Pettit & Bayard, $588. 

George W. Guthrie, administrator of the estate of Alexander Murray, 
deceased, late surviving partner of Miller & Murray, $588. 

William D. Squires, administrator of the estate of Henry Pratt, de
ceased, late surviving partnet· of Pratt & Kintzing, 588. 

Francis Brooke Rawle, administrator of the . estate of Jesse Waln, 
"deceased, $980. ~ 

James Crawford Dawes, administrator of the estate of Abljah Dawes, 
deceased, $490. 

Cyrus T. Smith, administrator of the estate of William Jones de· 
ceased, late surviving partner of Jones & Clarke, $588. ' 

Augustus J. Pleasonton, administrator of the estate of Joseph Dugan 
deceased late surviving partner of Savage & Dugan, $490. ' 

Francis A. Lewis, administrator of" the estate of Peter Blight, de
ceased, $980. 

Richard Delafield, administrator of the estate of John Delafield de· 
ceased, $980. ' 

Benjamin :M. Hartshorne and Charles N. Black, executors of the will 
of Richard Hartshorne, deceased, late surviving partner of Rhine
lander, Hartshorne & Co., $.2,450. 

John A. Foley, administrator of the estate of John Shaw deceased 
$9 0 . • J J 

Thomas W. Ludlow, administrator of the estate of Thomas Ludlow 
deceased, $490. ' 

Walter S. Church, administrator of the estate of John B Church 
deceased, $1,960. · • 

John L. Rutgers, surviving executor of the will of Nicholas G Rut
gers, deceased, late surviving partner of Benjamin Seaman & co · $490 

Frances R. Shaw, administratrix of the estate of John c. Shaw de: 
ceased, for and on behalf of the firm of George Knox and Johll c 
Shaw, $490. · 

Henry E. Youn&', administrator of the estate of William Craig, de
ceased, late survivmg parfn;er: of Henry Sadler & Co., $490. 

Elijah K. Hubbard, admmiStrator of the estate of Jacob Sebor de-
ceased, $490. ' 

Walter Bowne, administrator of the estate of Walter Bowne de-
ceased, $245. ' 

Louisa A. Starkweather, administratrix of the estate of Richard s. 
Hallet, deceased, $245. . 

Julia Battersby, administratrix of the estate of John B. Desdoity 
deceased, $490. • 

George F. Scriba, administrator of the estate of George Scriba de
ceased, for and on behalf of the firm of George Scriba and Wiiliam 
Henderson, $490. 

On the brig Sally, Ed.en Wadsworth, master, namely: 
James F. Adams, admmistrator of the estate of Seth Adams, deceased, 

$17,624.46. . 
On the brig Aurora, James Phlllips, jr., master, namely: 
Henry E. Young, administrator of the estate of William Craig de-

t:eascd, late surviving partner of Henry Sadler & Co., $490. ' 
George F. Scriba, administrator of the estate of ~orge Scriba de

ceased, late surviving partner of the firm of George Scriba and Wiiliam 
Henderson, $980. 

John L. Rutgers, surv~~g executor of the will of '.Nicholas G. Rut
gers, deceased, late surv1vmg partner of the firm of Benjamin Seaman 
& Co., $490. 

Union Trust Company of New York, administrator of the estate of 
William Ogden, deceased, $490. 

D. Fitzhugh Savage, administrator of the estate of John Sa"age de-
ceased, $590.68. ' 

Charlotte F. Smith, administratrix of the estate of William Jones, 
deceased, late surviving partner of Jones & Clarke, $7E8.36. 

Francis D. Lewis, adm1nistmt-or of the estate of John Miller, jr., de
cen ed, $73 .'36. 

Sarah Learning, administratrix of the estate of Thomas Murgatroyd, 
decen.sed, late surviving partner of the :firm of Thomas Murgatroyd & 
Sons, $738.36. · 

Charles Prager, administrator of the estate of Mark Prager jr., de
ceased, late surviving partner of the firm of Pragers & Co., :;;738.35. 

William D. Squires, administrator of the estate of Henry Pratt, de
ceased, late surviving partner of Pratt & Kintzing, $738.35. 

Francis D. Lewis, administrator of the estate of Peter Blight, de
ceased, $738.35. 

A. Louis Eakin, administrator of the estate of Chandler Prke., de
ceased, late surviving partner of Morgan & Price, $738.35. 

William Brook~·Ratrle, administrator of the estate of Jesse Wain, de-
ceased, $738.35. · 

Frederick W. Meeker, administrator of the estate of Samuel Meeker, 
deceased, $590.68. 

Charles D. Vasse, .:tdministrator of the estate of .Ambrose Vasse, de
ceased, $738.35. 

Craig D. Ritchie, administrator of the estate of Joseph Summer!, de
ceased, late surviving partner of Summer! & Brown, $531.62. 

On the sloop Townsend, Daniel Campbell, master, namely: 
William 0. McCobb, administrator of the estate of William McCobb, 

deceased, $2,111.11. · 
William 0. McCobb, administrator of the estate of Joseph Campbell, 

deceased, $1,111.11. 
Jennie E. McFarland, administratrix of the estate of Ephraim Mc

Farland, deceased, $483.96. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate ot Benjamin Cobb, 

jr., deceased, $500. 
Archibald 1\!. Howe, administrator of the estate of Francis Green, de

ceased, $500. 
Wllliam Ropes Tras~ administrator ot the estate of Thomas Amory, 

deceased, $500. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de

ceased, $500. 
On the schooner Betsie, George Hastie) master, namely : 
li'rederick W. Meeker, administrator of the estate of Samuel Meeker, 

deceased, $440.96. 
Charles D. Vasse, administrator of the estate of Ambrose Vasse, de-

ceased $735. . 
A. LOuls Eakin, administrator of the estate of Chandler Price, de

ceased, late surviving partner of Morgan & Price, $735. 
George W. Guthrie, administrator of the estate of Alexander Murray, 

deceased, late surviving partner of Miller & Murray, $887.55. 
William Miffiin, administrator of the estate of Ebenezer Large, de

ceased, $443.78. 
Henry Pettit, administrator ot the estate of Andrew Pettit, deceased, 

latl' surviving partner of Pettit & Bayard, $710.04. 
Richard C. McMurtrie, administrator of the estate of Daniel W. Coxe, 

deceasl'd, $443.77. 
William R. Fisher, administrator of the estate of William Read, de

ceased. late smviving partner of William Read & Co., $621..29. 
On the brig Hope, Joseph Bright, master, namely: 
E. Francis Riggs, administrator of the estate. of James Lawrason, de

ceased, late surviving partner of Shreve & Lawrason, $749.50. 
Lawrence Stabler, administrator of the estate of William Hartshorne, 

deceased, late remaining partner .Jf William Hartshorne & Sons, $3,345. 
D. Fitzhugh 'Savage, administrator of the estate of John Savage, de

ceased, $490. 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of. the estate of Peter Blight, de

ceased, $490. 
Charles McCafferty, administrator of the estate of Samuel Blodgett, 

deceased, $490. 
Sarah Learning, administratrix of the estate of Thomas Murgatroyd, 

deceased, $490. 
J. Bayard Henry, administrator of the estate of John LeSJDy, de

ceased, $490. 
Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of the estate of John Clifford, de

ceased, late surviving partner of Thomas and John Clifford, $490. 
Samuel Bell, administrator of the estate of John G. Wachsmuth, de

ceased, $490. 
Crawford D. Hening, administrator of the estate of James Crawford, 

deceased, late surviving partner of James Crawford & Co., $490. 
Crawt.(>rd D. Hening, administrator -of the estate of Abijah Dawes, de

ceased, $392. 
Henry Pettit, administrator of the estate of Charles Pettit, deceased, 

$833. 
On the schooner Kitty, Jacob Singleton, master, namely : 
Ormes B. Keith, surviving executor of the will of Samuel Keith, 

deceased, late surviving partner of the firm of William & Samuel Keith, 
$1,461.76. 

The ainendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. FULTON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 166, after line 16, it is p-roposed to 

insert: 
On the ship Raven, Thomas Reilly, master, to C. D. Vasse, adminis· 

tra,tor of the estate of Ambrose Vasse, deceased, $784. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 

page 166, after the amendment just adopted, to insert: 
On the schooner Greyhound, Sylvanus Snow, master, namely : 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $100. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel

lowes, deceased, $750. · 
On the sloop Honor, William Kimball, master, namely: ~ 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks de-

ceased, $2,090. ' 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel

lowes, deceased, 475. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Tisdale, de

ceased, ~380. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Joseph Cordis 

deceased, $380. ' 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch de-

ceased, $475. ' 
On the schooner Hiram, Ebenezer Barker, master, namely: 
Moses Sherwood, administrator for the estate of David Coley :Jr., 

deceased, $2,000. ' 

... 
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On the sloop Farmer John Grow, master, namely: 
Francis M. Boutweil, administrator of the estate of William Mar

shall, jr., deceased, $2,418.32. 
Francis l\L Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Cobb, 

deceased, $465. · 
William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, de

ceased, $030. 
Nathan Matthews, jr., administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargent, 

deceased, $465. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de

ceased, 465. 
Frank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, 

deceased, $465. 
Jame C. Davis, administrator of the estate of Cornelius Durant, de-

ceased, $465. ~ 
Arthur D. Hill, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Homer, de

ceased, $465. 
William R. Trask, administrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, de

ceased, $651. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 

$465. 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator of the estate of Stephen Codman, de

ceased, $465. 
On the schooner Friendship, William Blanchard, master, namely : 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $2,100. 
Daniel W. Waldron,. administrator of the estate of Jacob Sheafe, de

ceased, $500. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de

ceased, $700. 
Arthur D. Hill, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Homer, de

ceased, $500. 
James C. Davis, administrator of the estate of Cornelius Durant, de

ceased, $500. 
Frank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, 

deceased, $ 00. 
. George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 

$500. 
William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 

deceased, $500. 
On the brig Dove, William l\fcN. Watts, master, namely: 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $1,000. 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $3,000. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel

lowes, deceased, $1,000. 
William R. Trask, administrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, de

ceased, $500. · 
William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 

deceased, $500. 
On the schooner Neptune, Comford Bird, master, namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $2,129.08. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $851.63. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel ~el

lowes, deceased, $425.82. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of C. Jones, de

ceased, $600. 
FL·ank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, 

deceased, 600. 
William S. Carter, administrator of the estate of William Smith, 

deceased, $532. 
John Lowell, administrator of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart, de

ceased, $532. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of John McLean, 

deceased, $266. · 
Samuel Abbott Fowle, administrator of the estate of George Make

- peace, deceased, $489.86. 
On the schooner Sally, Timothy Davis, master, namely: 
Charles F . Trask, administrator of the estate of Samuel Babson, 

deceased, $2,600. 
On the ship Sarah, James Breck, master, namely : 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $1,174.60. 
ThQ.IDas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of J ohn C. Jones, 

deceased, $250.80. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Cobb, 

deceased, $167.80. 
James S. English, administrator of the estate of Thomas English, 

deceased, $83.90. 
Arthur P . Cushing, administrator of the estate of Marston Watson, 

tleceased, $167.80. 
Walte1· Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of John Welles, de-

ceaRed. $83.90. 
l\Iorton Prince, administrator of the estate of James Prince, de-

ceased, $83.90. 
Gordon Dexter, administrator of the estate of Samuel Dexter, de

ceased, $83.90. 
Nathan Matthews, jr., administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargent, 

deceased, $116.20. 
Daniel w. Waldron, administrator of the estate of Jacob Sheafe, 

deceased, $83. 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator of the estate of Stephen Codman, 

deceased, $83. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 

$S~dward 1. Browne, administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, 
deceased, $83. 

Arthur D. Hill, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Homer, 
deceased, $83. 

Henry w. Edes, administrator of the estate of· John May, deceased, 
$83. . 

John o. Shaw, administrator of the estate of Josiah Knapp, de-
ceased. $83. . 

William Roces Trask, admmistrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, 

deji~s~~-r~ 1~randall, administrator of the estate of Thomas Cushing, 
deceased, $66.40. . . . . 

Jonathan I. Bowditch, administrator of the estate of BenJamm Pick-
man. deceased. $83. 

Arthur T. Lyman, administrator of the estate of Theodore Lyman, 
deceased, $83. 

Charles K. Cobb, administrator of the estate of ·John Codman, de-
ceased, $166. · 

William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 
deceased, $166. 

Elisha Whitney, administrator of the estate of Thomas Stephens, 
deceased, for and on behalf of the firm of John & Thomas Stephens, 
$99.60. 

John Lowell, administrator of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart, deceased, 
$83. , 

Frank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, 
deceased, $166. 

· W. Rodman Peabody, administrator of the estate of Daniel D. Rogera, 
deceased, $132.80. 

On the schooner Sylvanus, Edward D. Baker, master, namely: 
Nathan Matthews, jr., administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargeant, 

deceased, $600. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, 

deceased, $1 700. 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator of the estate of Stephen Codman, 

deceased, $700. 
William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 

deceased, $700. . • -
Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, 

deceased, $600. 
Henry Parkman, administrator of the estate of John Lovett, deceased, 

$300. 
John Lowell, jr., administr!tor of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart, 

deceaRed, $800. 
Arthur D. Hill, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Homer, 

deceased, $500. 
James C. Davis, administrator of the estate of Cornelius Durant, 

deceased, $1,400. 
Chandler Robbins, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, 

deceased, $800. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $500. 
On . the"schooner Venus, Benjamin Hooper, master, namely : 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brook , de

ceased, $2,000. 
James S. English, administrator of the estate of Thomas English,' 

deceased, $500. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased. $1,000. 
Daniel W. Waldron, administrator of. the estate of Jacob Sheafe, 

deceased $500. · 
Francis :M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Cobb, 

deceased, $1,000. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of John McLean, 

deceased, $1,000. 
W. Rodman Peabo1_y, administrator of the estate of Daniel D. Rogers, 

deceased; $500. '! ' · • 

Frank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, 
deceased, $1 000. 

William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gillman; 
deceased, $1,000. 

Elisha Whitney, administrator of the estate of Thomas Steve!lR, de-' 
ceased, for and on behalf of the firm of John & Thomas Stevens, t>OO. 

William R. Trask, administrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, de-
ceased, $500. · 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Moses Brown, de
ceased, $500. 

Charles K. Cobb, administrator of the estate of Stephen Codman, de
ceased, 400. 

Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de
ceas~; · $1.;900. 

A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Tuthill llubbart,
deceased, $400. 

George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased; 
$600. . . 

On the schooner Syren, Jared Arnold. master, namely: 
Charles J . Bonaparte. administrator of the estate of Benjamin 

Williams, deceased, $3,064.58. 
David StewaL·t, administrator of the estate of William Wood, jr., 

deceased, $3,064.58. 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Henry Payson, de

ceased, $3,064.58. 
Henry W. Ellicott, administrator of the estate of William McFadon, 

decease,d,.. $532.60. 
-Jarties ' Lawson, administrator of the estate of Richard Lawson, de-

ceased, 532.60. · 
Richard Dalafield, administrator of the estate of John Dalafield, de

ceased, late surviving partner of Church & Dalafield, . 1,716.80. 
On the brig Brothers, George Parsons, master, namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de· 

ceased, $2,100. 
Chandler Robbins, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, de-

ceased, late surviving partner of Jeffrey & Russell, $il00. • 
Th'lmas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. JoLles, de· 

ceased. $1,136.70. · 
David G. Haskins, administrator of t.he estate of David Greene, de

ceased, $1,048. 
On the sChooner Isabella, Lewis Lombard, master, namely : 
Charles . L. De Norman die, administrator of the estate of Benjamin 

SI.I).ith. deceased, $1,760.25. 
Nnthan Matthews, administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargent, de

ceased, 338.06. 
Thomas N. Perkins, admihistrator of the estate of John C. Jones, 

deceased, $100. . . 
George G. ~ing, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 

$600. 
William G. Perry, . administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 

deceased, $600. 
Jonathan I. Bowditch, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Pick-

man. deceased . $500. · 
Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, 

deceas~d . . $500. 
Augustus P . Loring, admlnish·ator of the estate of William H. lloat·d

man, deceased, ~400. 
David G. Haskins, administrator of the estate of David Greene, de

ceased, $500. 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator of the estate of Stephen Codman, de

ceased, $400. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart, 

deceased, $500. 

, ..... .; .,.. 
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On the schooner Colly, William Mariner, master namely: 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $4,516.06. 
George G. Kin:;, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $752.6 . 
A. Lawrence L:>well, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel l!~el

lowes, deceased. ~1,::i0i>.36. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, de-

ceased, $376.34. · . 
William P. Perkins, administrator of the estate of Thomas Perkms, 

deceased, $376.34. 
Charles A. Welsh, administrator of the estate of William Stackpole, 

deceased, $376.34. 
Waltet· Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of John Wells, de-

ceased, $376.34. 11 · 
Waltet· Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of Arnold We s, Jr., 

deceased, 376.34. 
• Frank Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel W. Pomeroy, de-
ceased, $376.33. . 

David G. Uaskins, administrator of the estate of Davtd Gt·eene, de
ceased, $752.67. 

On the schooner Juno, William Burgess, master, namely: 
Cazeno;e G. Lee, administmtor of the ·estate of James Patton, de 

ceased late survivin"' partner of the firm of Patton & Dykes, $7,066.66. 
Joh~ W. Apthorp~ administrator of the estate of William l!'oster, 

deceased, $1,000. . 
William I. Monroe, administrator of the estate of John Brazer, de-

ceased, S1,000. 'th d 
William S. Cat·ter, administrator of the estate of William Sm1 , e-

ceased. 800. · k 
H. Bun· Crandall, administrator of the estate of Thomas Die ason, 

jr., deceased, $500. . 
Nathan Matthews, administmtor of the estate of Damel Sargent, de-

ceased, 500. . B d 
August P. Loring, administrator of the estate of Wilham oar man, 

deceased, $1,000. 
Lawrence Bond, administrator of the estate .of Nathan Bond, deceased, 

$500. 
David Greene Ha.skins, administmtor of the estate Qf David Greene, 

deceased, $500. G'l d 
William G .. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas 1 man, e-

ceased, $500. · · f Eli h 1 t L dd William A. Hayes, 2d, administrator of the estate o P a e a , 
deceased, $500. 

Mont.,.omery Fletcher administrator of the estate of John Walter 
Fletche~, deceased, for and on behalf of the firm of Fletcher & Otway, 
$333.33. • 
· On the sloop Fox, NathaniE:'l Dennis, ma!>ter, namely:. 

Edmund D. Codman, administrator of William Gray, Jr., $600. 
Bt·ooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de-

ceased, $1,000. · t 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Ha ch, de-

ceased, $400. 
On the brig :Mary Robert Ilolmes, master, namely: . 
Edmund D. Codman, ad~inistrator of the estate of Wtlllam Gray, 

deceased, $3,960. 
William I. Monroe, administrator of the estate of John Brazer, de-

ce~~dth~1B~i George Jacob Greenleaf, master, namely : 
Helen N. foike, administratrix of the estate of John Pettingel, de

ceased, 5.153.03 . 
• Joseph W. 'l'hompson, administrator of David Coffin, $100. 
Joseph L. Wheelwright, administrator of the estate of Moses Savory, 

deceased, $200. 
James S. Gerrish, administrator of the estate of Edward Toppan, de

ceased, $300. 
George Otis, administrator of the estate of Joseph Marquand, de

ceased, 100. 
Amos Noyes, administrator of the estate of Zebedee Cook, de~eased, 

$200. - 'l i c d d Amos Noyes, administrator of the estate of Wtl am ook, ecease , 
$100. 
' Eben F. Stone, administrator of the estate of Nathan Hoyt, deceased, 
$100. 

Henry B. need, administrator of the estate of Andrew Frothingham, 
deceased, 100. 

Luther R. Moore, administrator of the estate of William Boardman, 
deceased, $100. 

Charles C. Donnelly, administrator of the estate of Joseph Toppan, 
deceased, $100. 

Francis A. Jewett, administrator of the estate of James Prince, de-

cew;~z $J?0
iordan, administrator of the estate of Leonard Smith, de

cew;g~klfr?~. Wilson, administrator of the estate of John Pearson, jr., 
deceased $300. 

Je1·emiah Nelson, administrator of the estate of Jeremiah Nelson, de
ceased, $200. 

Henry P. Toppan, administrator of the estate of Joshua Toppan, de
ceased, $100. 

Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de
ceased, $200. 

1\Ir. FULTO~. On page 182, line 16, I move to strike out 
"two hundred " and insert " two thousand." It is a mistake in 
the print. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as am'-'nded was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 182, after line 16, to insert: 
William Ropes Tra,ck, administrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, 

·deceased, $1,000. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, 

deceased, $1,000. 
On the bt·ig Peggy, John Hourston, master, namely: 
Chnrles F. Mnyet·, administrator of the estate of Henry Konig, de

ceased, $3,797.87. 
Charles F. Mayet·, surviving executor of the will of Frederick Konig, 

de~!s{g~ ~c~~~~e~_7William Lovel, .Tolm K. Hill, master, namely: 
William D. Lee, Thomas D. Lee, Henry A. Lee, Joseph A. Lee, and 

Virginia Watet·s, administrators of the estate of William Duncan, de
ceased, $628.71. 

XLIII--96 

On the brig Abigail, Jeremiah Tibbetts, jr., master, namely: 
William H. Sise, administrator of the estate of Ebenezer Tibbetts, de

ceased, $3,115. 
On the schooner Columbus, Benjamin 1\fason, master, namely: 
Samuel M. Came, administrator of the estate of John Low, deceased, 

$1.583. 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased, $425. 
Geor·ge G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $250. 
On the schooner Two Cousins, Elezah Devall, master, namely: 
Horace E. Hayden, administrator of the estate of David H. Conyng

ham, deceased, late surviving partner of Conyngham, Nesbit & Co., 
$8,012.13. 

On the schooner Unity, J. W. Latouche, master, namely: 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Henry Messonnier, de-

ceased, $4,467.08. , 
On the brig Fanny, John Gould, master, namel.y: 
Mary Wise Moody, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Wise, de

ceased, $788.18. 
Albert M. Welch, administrator of the estate of Thomas Perkins, 

3d, deceased, $1,845. 
Edmund D. Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, 

deceased, $1,883.33. 
On the schooner Swan, Samuel Shaw, master, namely: 
George G. !Png, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $500. 
Morton Prince;administrator of the estate of James Prince, deceased, 

$300. 
William P. Dexter, administrator of the estate of Samuel Dexter, de

ceased, $300. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de

ceased, $400. 
On the schooner Hannah, James H. Voax, master, namely: 
Charles H. Cotting, administrator of the estate of David W. Child, 

deceased, $R0~.27. 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of William Marshall; · 

jr .. dE:>ceased .. '309.28. . 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ce<>~ed. $2,000. 
Morton Prince, administrator of the estate of James Prince, deceased, 

$500. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel

lowes, deceased. $1,000. 
Chandler Robbins, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, de

ceased, for and on behalf of the firm of Jeffrey & Russell, $1,000. 
Thomas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de

ceased, $1,000. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $1,000. 
Nathan Matthews, jr., adminish·ator of the estate of Daniel Sargent, 

deceased, $416.67. 
Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, 

deceased, $583.33. 
Henry Parkman, administrator of the estate of John Lovett, de

ceased. $250 . . 
On the sloop Scrub, John Russell, master, namely : 
Newton Dexter, administrator of the estate of Joseph Martin, de

ceased. 300. 
On the brig Lucy, Christopher Grant, master, namely: 
Daniel W. Salisbury, surviving e:x:ecutot· of the will of Samuel Salis

bury, deceased, 2,089.83. 
Louis Higginson, administrator of the estate of Stephen Higginson, 

deceased, $2,089.83. 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, 

deceased, $4.500. 
Robert Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, de

ceased, $1,000. 
Geot·ge G. King, administrator of the will of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 

$1,000. 
A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fel

lowcs, decE:>ased, $1,000. · 
On the sloop James. Robert Palmer, master, namely : 
George Meade, administrator of the estate of Anthony Butler, de

ceased, $4,533. 
Ou the brig Eli~a. Christopher O'Conner, master, namely: 
Samuel Bell, administrator, etc., of the estate of John Godfrey Wach

smuth, deceased, $2.793. 
On the schooner Little Fanny, Peter Fosdick, master, namely : 
Samuel J. Randall, administrator of the estate of Matthew Randall, 

deceased, $2,260. 
Charles D. Vasse, administrator of the estate of Ambrose Vasse, de

ceased, $490. 
Charles Prager, administrator of the estate of · Mark Prager, jr., 

deceased, for and on behalf of Pragers & Co., $980. 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of the estate of Peter Blight, de

ceased, $980. 
On the schooner Benja, Samuel 0. Row, master, namely: 
Charles I!'. Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, 

deceased, ~700. 
George v. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $600. 
'l'homas N. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, 

deceased, $ri00. 
John Lowell, jr., administrator of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart, 

deceased, $500. 
Chandler Robbins, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, de

ceasE:>d, late surviving partner of Jeffrey & Russell, $500. 
Nathan Matthews, jr., administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargent, 

deceased, $500. 
William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 

deceased, $400. 
On the schooner Hero, Convers Lilly, master, namely: 
Walter r.. Hall, administratot· of the estate of Samuel Davis, de

ceased, 2,858.50. 
Ann W. Davis, administratrix of the estate of Jonathan Davis, de

ceased. $2,8!)8.50. 
William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, 

de~:~rgl. ~-5~·aldron, administrator of the estate of Jacob Sheafe, de
ceased. $125. 

Elisha Whitney, administrator of the E:>state of Thomas Stevens, de
ceased, for ·and on behalf of the firm of John and Thomas Stevens, 
$150. 

. 



!. 

fl522" CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE. JANUARY 28, 

Thomas N. Perkins, admi.Distrator of the estate of John C. Jones, 
deceased, $150. 

William Ropes Trask, p.dministrator of the estate of Thomas Amory, 
deceased, $250. 

George G. King, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 
$125. 

Nathan Matthews, administrator of the estate of Daniel Sargent, de-
ceased, 125. _ 

Henry B. Cabot, administrator of the estate of Daniel D. Rogers, de
ceased, $125. 

James C. Davis, administrator of the estate of Cornelius Durant, 
deceased, $250. 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, 
deceased, $125. 

A. Lawrence Lowell, administrator of the estate of Tuthill Hubbart, 
deceased, $150. 

On the schooner Fortune, William Hubbard, master, namely: 
Mary W. Moody, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Wise, de

ceased, $10 . 
Edmund D. Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, 

deceased, 600. 
On the sloop Anna Corbin, Thomas Justice, master, namely: 
John .J. Wise, administrator of the estate of John Cropper, deceased, 

$3.300.75. 
Henry G. White, administrator of the estate of Thomas Cropper, de

ceased, $375. 
On the brig Eliza, Benjamin English, master, namely : 
George P. Marvin, administrator of the estate of Ebenezer Peck, de-

ceased, $952.82. _ 
George P. Marvin, administrator of the estate of Stephen Alling, 

deceased, $476.42. 
Elihu L. Mix, administrator of the estate ' of Thomas Atwater, de

ceased, $476.42. 
John C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Elias Shipman, de

ceased, $238.21. 
John C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Austin Denison, 

deceased, 238.21. . 
On the schooner Jenny, George Walker, master, namely: · 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, de

ceased $500. 
George G. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $500. 
Alice S. Wheeler, administratrix of the estate of Abiel Winship, 

deceased, $3,670.06. 
On the schooner Liberty, Asa Williams, master, namely : 
Brooks Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter Chardon Brooks, 

deceased, $2,500. 
George Q. King, administrator of the estate of Crowell Hatch, de

ceased, $500. 
David Greene Haskins, administrator of the estate of David Greene, 

deceased, $1,960. 
On the brig Sally, Villett, master, namely : 
Henry Audley Clark, administrator de bonis non of Peleg Clark, 

$6,600. 
On the scow Eliza, Ephrlam Perkins, master, namely: 
Walter L. Dane, administrator of the estate of Ephrlam Perkins, 

deceased, $2,484. 
On the brig Betsey, Daniel Boyer, master, namely: 
Samuel Abbott Fowle, administrator of the estate of George Make

piece, deceased, assignee of Samuel Dowse, $11,250.75. 

Mr. FULTON. I offer an amendment to the amendme-nt. 
The SECRETARY. On page 192 it is proposed to strike out 

_lines 2 to 5, inclusive, and to insert : 
To Samuel Abbott Fowle, administrator of the estate of Geor"e Make

peace, deceased, assignee of Samuel Dowse, $11,250.75, the same not be
ing an assigned claim within the meaning of this act, but an asset trans
ferred by Samuel Dowse to Georg-e Makepeace on the 17th day of May 
179 , for the sum of 11,400, and prior to the ratification of the treaty 
of September 30, 1800. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
- The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 192, after line 5, to insert : 
Prov-ided, however, That any French spoliation claim appropriated for 

in this act shall not be paid if held by assignment or owned by any in
surance compuny. But this shall not apply to any claim of a class 
heretofore paid under the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled "An aet 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and tor other 
purposes." 

MISCELLANEOUS CASES. 

FOR DIRECT APPROPRIATIONS AND OTHER PUTIPOSES. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to the several parties named in Senate Document 
No. 216, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, and Senate Document, No. 
158, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, or their legal representatives, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
amounts set opposite each of their names, respectively, aggregating 
$282,943.88, representing services actually performed by them us letter 
carriers · in excess of eight hours per day and reported by the commis
sioners of the Court of Claims as being the amounts due them under 
the provisions of the act of May 24, 1888, entitled "An act to limit the 
hours that letter carriers in cities shall be employed per day," but which 
have been excluded or excepted from jud~ment for the sole reason that 
the same were barred by the statute of limitations. 

That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, given to the Court of Claims (not
withstanding any statutory bar of limitations) over the claims of the 
Compallia de los Fcrrocurriles de Puerto Rico, with power to find the 
facts and to enter judgment against the United States for the reason
able value of the services performed by said company in the island of 
Porto Rico for transporting the municipal police and guardia civil be
tween the 12th day of August, 1898, and the 31st day of August, 1902, 
and for the difl'erence between the amount allowed for transporting the 
troops, munitions of war, supplies, and the like and the reasonable value 
ot said ervices for the same period, together with the expense of repair 
and maintenance of telegmph lines of the Signal Corps, all of said 
service having been performed during the military occupation of said 
island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 194, after line 2, to insert : 
Tha~ the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 

and directed to pay, out of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated.! to the owners of the Norwegian steamship Nicaragua the 
sum of $4,926.67, in full for compensation for damage to said owners 
by reason of the rescue of an American citizen, John McCafferty, nnd 
the consequent quarantine of. said ship at l\iobile, Ala., in the year 1894. 

Mr. NELSON. This amendment should be rejected. 
Mr. FULTON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 194, strike out lines 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 

9, 10, and 11, and in lieu thereof, insert : 
Pt·ov"ided That section 23 of the act of July 31, 1894, making appro

priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, is hereby amended 
by adding thereto the words " except where necessary," in order to make 
a settlement conform to a decision of the Court of Claims: And pro
.,;icled furthet·, That the Court of Claims is het·epy authorized to con
sider and act upon those claims arising under the decision of the u
preme Court of l\iarch 11, 1889, in tbe ca e of United tates v. Watson, 
which had been disallowed prior to July 31, 1894. And the bar of any 
statute of limitations is hereby removed in respect to such claims. 

Mr. KEAN. I think we need some explanation of the amend
ment. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator from Minnesota will explain ih 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the amendment is·proposed to 

be rejected because it involves a claim that was included in the 
general deficiency bill at the last session, having been put into 
that bill after this bill was reported, and the claim has been 
allowed and paid; so the amendment should go out. 

The amendment offered as a substitute relates to a few mili
tary claims under the law of 1838, under which officers we-re 
given longevity pay amounting to 1 ration per day for e\ery 
five years' service--that is, an increase amounting· to a daily 
ration after serving five years, for each period of reenlistment. 
The law was afterwards extended so as to apply to the senice of 
enlisted men. The Auditor for the Treasury Department refused 
to allow some of the early longevity claims, because he held it 
should not include service in the ranks prior to the time they · 
became officers, and held that nobody but regularly commis
sioned officers could be allowed the longevity pay. 

A case went to the Supreme Court involving cadets at West 
Point, and the" Supreme Court held that those cadets, and also 
enlisted men, were entitled to have their period counted; that 
their service in the army began from that date, and that the 
five years' period should be counted from that date. Before 
that decision was made by the Supreme Court the auditor had 
disallowed those claims. After that decision the Auditor for 
the Treasury Department allowed all those claims, but he re
fuses to reopen a few claims that had been adjudicated under 
the old rule. 

That is all there is in the amendment There is a very full 
report on this matter to the House. The amendment simply 
submits it to the Court of Claims. There are a few claims 
which were disallowed under the old rule, and it is the purpose 
to put them on a par with those allowed after the decision of 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. KEAl'l. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota a ques
tion? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 
Mr. KEAN. Is there any estimate as to the amount of money 

that will be required? I see no amount stated. 
Mr. NELSON. There is no amount appropriated. The 

claims are submitted to the Court of Claims, and that ·court 
must first act upon them, and then they will have to come back 
to Congress. 

Mr. KEAN. Then this is merely sending these claims to the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. NELSON. To adjudicate; that is all. 
Mr. KEAN. Without any suggestion--
Mr. WARREN. To find the facts, I suppose? 
Mr. NELSON. To find the facts. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 

page 194, after line 11, to insert : 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 

and directed to cancel proceedings instituted by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office for the recovery of the sum of $6,276, alleged 
to be due the United States by the Minne ota and Ontario Bridge 
Company on account of timber used in the construction of the Minne
sota and Ontario bridge across Rainy River at Baudette, in the State 
of Minnesota, the said l'l!innesota :md Ontario Bridge Company having 
been five years previously to the institution of said proceedings a 
bona fide and innocent purchaser of said timber from parties then 
doing business at Baudette. Minn., but whose whereabouts are now 
unknown. And the said Minnesota and Ontario Bridge Company is 
hereby relieved of any obligation to pay to the United States Govern
ment the amount hereinbefore set forth. 

That there be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the iegal representatives of the estate of Samuel Lee, 
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deceased to wit, Samuel Lee, Annn. Lee Andrews, Clarence Lee, Robert 
Lee, Hu1!ry A. Lee, and Phillip Lee, heirs at law, the sum of $10,482.80, 
the same being in full for any claim for pay and allowances made hy 
reason of the election of said Lee to the Forty-seventh Congress and 
his services therein. 

'!'hat there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otberwi:se aplH"Opriated, the sum of $1,015.58 to H. R. King, of 
Grand Rapids, Minn.. to reimburse the said King for moneys collected 
from him on contract for the cutting of timber in the Indian reserva
tion in Minnesota in excess of the value of the timber. 

That in accordance with the findings of fact and the suggestions 
of the court in the case of the Washington Loan and Trust Co~pany 
and others against the United States, being case .No. 23,193, m the 
Court of Claims, the disbursing officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the '.rreasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the legal representatives of the estate of 
Aaron Van Camp, of the District of Columbia, the sum of $38,750, and 
to the legal repre entative. of the estate of Virginius P. Chapin, of 
West Virginia, the sum of $21,350, the same being the amounts unlaw
fully taken from claimants, respectively, by the consular agent of the 
United States at Navigators Islands, as set forth by said Court of 
Claims in their thirteenth finding of fact. 
' That jurisdiction in equity is hereby conferred upon the circuit 
court of the United States for the ninth circuit to examine and deter
mine the rights of American citizens under the award of the Paris 
arbitration concerning the jurisdiction of Bering Sea. 

'.rhat all American citizens whose rights were affected by said award 
may submit to the court theh· claims thereunder, and the court shall 
enter judgment thereon. Claims not submitted within two years from 
the passage of this act shall thereafter be forever barred. 

That the Secretru·y of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to George Ivers, administrator of William Ivers, deceased, 
late of Santa Fe, N. hlex .. or to his legal representative, $1,500. the 
same to be taken and receipted for in full and final satisfaction of his 
claim for rent and occupation and final destruction of decedent's 
warehouse by tire in Santa Fe, N. hlex., to prevent the supplies and 
stores therem belonging to the Government f1·om falling into the 
hands of the enemy, the commanding officer of the United States who 
directed the burning of the same having been found by a commission 
who were appointed by competent authority to inquire into the facts 
!lnd circumstances of the case that said destruction was justifiable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. FULTON. On page 197, after line 9, I mov.e to insert: 
To pay Mary C. Mayers, widow of Joseph L. Mayers, who lost his 

life as the result of injuries received on May 6, 18!)!), by the fall of the 
first whaleboat 11elonging to the U. S. S. Charleston, then lying in Vic
toria Harbor, Hongkong, China, the sum of $5,000 for her aid and sup
port. 

The amendment "Was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 197, after line 9, to insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 

and directed to pay to John H. Hamiter, of Lafayette County, Ark., the 
sum of $3,590.47, the proceeds of the s~le of 53 bales of cotton sol~ by 
the Government in 1865 and placed m the Treasury of the Umted 
States. 

1\fr. FULTON. In line 11, after the words "pay to," I move 
to insert "Allen H. Hamiter, administrator of the estate of;" 
and after the name "Hamiter," in the same line, to insert "de
ceased." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed t9. 
The next amendment was, on page 197, after line 16, to insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 

to pay to the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine Building Com
pany the sum of 135,560, that being the amount found due said com
pany by the Court of Claims on the 29th day .of Januar-y, 1906, for the 
preservation care maintenance, and insurance of the battle ship Indiana 
during the t~o yea1·s' delay in its construction, caused by the failur.e of 
the Navy Department to furnish the armor for said battle ship. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
pay to the personal representative of James H. Dennis the sum of 
$26 538 being the sum found by the Court of Claims to be due to him 
by reason of certain contract~ for the improvement of the Tennessee 

RiT~at the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated to the P1·otestant Orphan Asylum at Natchez, in the State 
of Mississippi, the sum of $2,375, in full settlement and discharge of the 
claim of said corporation ·tor the use and occupation of the property of 
the asylum by the milltary forces of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment "Was, on page 198, after line 17, to insert: 
That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the 

United States not otherwise appropriated, for the reimbursement of 
George W. Young, postmaster at Wanship, in the State of Utah. for 
postage stamps stolen from a safe without fault on his part, $163.87. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. I ask that this amendment be rejected. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The next :u.mendment was, on page 198, after line 23, to insert: 
That lb~re be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the 

United States not otherwise appropriated, for the relief of A. A. Noon, 
of Provo in the State of tab, the sum of $1,407.55, the same being 
the amount of judgments and costs against him in suits by the Govern
ment of the United States for the extraction of gilsonite from lands 
within the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, under locations made in 
good faith and believed to be without the limits of the said reservation. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Salvador Costa, of Tallahassee, Fla., the sum of $2,850, 
for the sloop 1\lary Lawrence, which was seized and destroyed by the 
federal authorities during the late civil WIJ.r. 

1\Ir. FULTON. On page 199, line 12, I move to strike out 
" two thousand eight hundred and fifty" and to insert " one 
thousand" before the word "dollars," so as to .read "$1,000." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
l\lr. CARTER. If there is no amendment now pending, I 

move to insert in lieu of the amendment stricken out on 
page- . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has not 
yet been concluded. 

l\Ir. CARTER. The bill is not open for general amendment at 
this time? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading h:is not been con
cluded. The Secretary will resume the reading of the bill. 

'!'he next amendment was, on page 199, after line 15, to 
insert: 

That the Treasurer of the United States, as ex officio sinking-fund 
commissioner of the District of Columbia, be, and be is hereby, author
ized and directed to sell the bonds authorized to be issued under the 
pL·ovisions of the sixth section of the a.ct of the Congress of the United 
States entitled "An act to provide for the settlement of all outstand
ing claims against the District of Columbia and conferring jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes," ap
proved June 16, 1880, and out of the proceeds of the sale of said bonds 
pay and satisfy the claim of Joseph T. H. Hall, of Washington, D. C., 
now deceased. against the District of Columbia, for $8,664.19, with
out interest, being the amount found due him by the judgment of the 
Court of Claims under date of June 22, 1895, under the provisions 
of the act of Congress approved February 13, 1895, entitled "An act 
to amend an act entitled 'An act to provide for the settlement of all 
outstanding claims against the District of Columbia and conferring 
jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other 
purposes,' approved June 16, 1880," and to pay said amount to Mrs. 
Julia L. Hall, his widow, of Washington, D. C. 

1\Ir. KEAN. Is there a report on that item? 
Mr. FULTON. The Senator will find the· report in regard to 

that item beginning on page 960. I do not remember the facts 
myself at this time. Does the Senator desire to make any 
motion in regard to it? 

Mr. KEAN. I was trying to find out what the payment is for. 
Mr. WARREN. While that is pending, I call the attention 

of the Senator in charge of the bill to a misspelling on page 116, 
line 18. "James P. Russell" should read "James B. Russell." 
I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. 'VARREN. On page 125, line 22, " Carie" should read 

"Carrie." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KEAN. I have not had--
1\fr. WAJlREN. There is one more correction of spellillg, if 

the Senator please. On page 128, line 6, after the word "Chap
lin," the words "widow of J. Crossan Chaplin" should be in
serted, so as to read : 

T9 Mattie H .. Chaplin, widow of J. Crossan Chaplin. 
1\Ir. FULTOX I will accept the amendment. _ 
'.rhe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WARREN. On page 135, line 15, "Henry Tibbets" 

should be "Henry Tibbetts." I mo\e that amendment. 
Th~ amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I have looked at the report on 

the claim· of Mrs. Julia L. Hal1, and it seems to be a payment 
on account of the discount on bonds of the District of Columbia. 
It is rather a queer claim. task to have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
for the reading of the report. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
The Committee on Claims, 1o whom was referred the bill (8. 679) for 

the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall, having had the same under careful con
sideration, beg to report it back to the Senate and to recommend its 
passage without amendment. 

A similar bill was favorably reported by both Houses of Congress in 
the Fifty-seventh Congres , was passed by the Senate, and held an early 
place on the calendar of the House when the session closed. The num
ber of the report was Honse Report No. 801. It contains the facts in 
the case so far as then known, and is adopted · by your committee and 
made a part of theil· report, as follows : 

"The Committee on Claims, to whom was refened the bill (H. R. 
1727) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Hall, beg leave to submit the fol
lowing report and recommend that said bill do pass without amendment. 

"The claimant is the widow of the late Capt .. Toseph T. II. Hall, who' 
for many years was a resident of the city of Washington, D. C., and 
who died at Denver, Colo., on the 18th day of April, 1899, leaving no 
children surviving him, the widow being sole surviving heir. 

"The claimant and said Hall were married May 10, 1865, and lived 
together as husband ann wife from that time until his death, most of 
tnt> time in the city of Washington, D. C. 

"Claimant was born and reared in said city, where her father, I. C. 
Lewis, was a pt·ominent citizen of means and did much to improve the 
city, and much of· the money used by her husband in executing the work 
which is the basis of this claim was furnished by her, having beeri re· 
ceived in property from her father. . 

" Captain Hall left little or no propet·ty or money, and none that is 
the source of any income or means of support·to the claimant. He was 
a soldier in the war of the r ebellion, serving throughout the war and 
having an honorable record, and claimant has been granted a pension 
at $8 per month under the act of June 27, 18!>0, as his dependent widow, 
nnd this pension is her dependence fo1· futnre peL"manent support, as 
she is left without means of support other than this; nnd on nccount 
of advancing years and ill health it Is impossible for her to do any
thing to contribute to her own support. 
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" Her said husband left a few accounts and claims for work he had 

done. The principal one, and all she expects to realize anything from 
is. tht; claim for W<;lrk do?e by him in the city of Washlngron, for the 
D1stnct of Columbw, whtch she now asks the Congress to pay in the 
pre&ent bill fo1· her relief. 

"In his lifetime the late said Joseph T. H. Hall did work as a con
tractor for the District of Columbia, in the city of Washington; that he 
furnished, spread, and broke ' macadam,' according to the specifications 
of his contract, to the amount of 5,160.50 cubic yards, or 15,481.50 
square yards; that what are known and designated as the 'board rates' 
for said work was :~·1.50 per square yard and at these rates his work 
amounted to $23,222.25; that he was paid 12,461.06, leaving a balance 
of 10,761.19; bu t of. this amount of cubic yards furnished by said Hall 
there were 940.40 cubic yards be did not furnish the stone for, and 
the District paid for same $2.23 per cubic yard, amounting to 2,097. 
'This amount should be deducted from the total of the balance, leaving 
$8,664.19 due Mr. Hall. 

" Under the act of Congress of February 13, 1895, providing for the 
adjudication of claims against the District in the Court of Claims at 
the said 'board rate. ' for the work done as aforesaid, Mr. Hall brought 
an action in the Court of Claims and secured a judgment for said bal
ance of $8,664.19 June 22, 1896, and also for interest on same at 3.65 
per cent from the time of the completion of the work under the con
tract, which was January 1, 1877. '£he opinion of the Court of Claims 
in rendering said judgment is reported in "olume 31, Court of Claims 
Reports, at page 376. The District took exception to said judgment 
as to the allowance of intere t and appealed to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and by deci ion of February 15, 1897, the judgment 
of the Court of Claims was reversed, the court holding in favor of the 
contention of the District, that interest should nOt have been allowed. 

" Before further proceedings could be had in the Court of Claims the 
act of Congress of February 13, 1895, above referred to, was repealed 
by the act of March 3, 1 97, and the Court of Claims had no further 
jurisdiction to enter judgment for said sum of 8,664.19, being the 
principal sum for the work without interest. 

"That said Hall died without ever having received said sum of 
$8,664.19, or any part thereof. 

" That the sum of $23,222.25 was considered a fair and reasonable 
price for the work done by her late husband ; that the balance of 
:,;8,664.19 was found due, and as she has no remedy to compel the pay
ment of the arne, she appeals to the Congress to pass an act to pay her 
the said amount. 

1\Ir. TELLER. I understand there has been some question 
raised about this claim and some one has asked that the com
mittee's report might he read. While I was connected with the 
Committee on Claims I passed upon this question and made a 
report on it, and the facts are within my knowledge. 

Captain Hall had a quarry not far from here and he fur
rushed to the Government a large amount of material. This 
claim went into the Court of Claims. First, the Committee on 
Claims reported it favorably. 

l\Ir. KEAN. I would be glad if the Senator from Colorado 
would let the balance of the report be read. The concluding 
paragraph of the report has not been read. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, let it be read, if the Senator de
sires. 

Mr. KEAJ.~. It re1ates to the discount on the warrants of 
the District of Columbia which he took. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the 
reading of the report. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
This amount, $8,664.19, is the principal sum of the balance found 

due January 1, 1877, and the Court of Claims allowed interest on the 
same from said date. 

llad it not been for the allowance of the interest this amount would 
have been paid by the District. 

We recommend the passage of the bill and the payment of said 
principal sum found due, as the balance unpaid for the work done, 
without interest, according to the decision of the Supreme Coru·t above 
referred to. 

Since the above report was made, the original contract between Mr. 
Hall and the District of Columbia, and other papers in the case which 
were for a time lost, have been restored to their proper place in the 
office of the clet·k of the nited States Court of Claims. 

It appears that Mr. llall's contract was dated May 31, 1872, and 
called specifically for payment " i.n lawful money of the United States," 
and requiroo him to pay his workmen "in cash current." 

In contt·acts made with other parties a little later it was expressly 
stipulated that payments be made in "bonds issued by the sinking 
fund commissioners of the District of Columbia, which bonds shall be 
received and accepted at their par value." With the exception of a 
small sum, Mr. Hall, in violation of the terms of his contract, was 
obliged to accept in payment certificates of indebtedness payable in 
these bonds instead of "lawful money of the United States." 

On account of the uncet·tain legality of their issue, the e bonds were 
·worth at the time of delivery about 50 cents on the doHar, and it 
appears from sworn testimony that for 11,900 worth of these bonds, 
which Mr. Hall accepted under pt·otest, he realized the sum of 5,950. 
However, the equity in this claim does not rest simply in the fact that 
Mr. Hall was obliged to accept bonds of uncertain value contrary to the 
terms of his contract, and that the unpaid balance at interest would 
amount to far more than the claim of his bill; it is also evident that 
Mr. Hall was obliged by his contract to pay his workmen " in cash 
current," and did so pay them, and in con equence he had to mort
gf!eh~~~- ultimately lose one piece of property after another, including 

1\1r. RAYNER. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether we can offer amendments after the commit
tee amendments are disposed of. 

1\Ir. FULTON. I do not expect to conclude the consideration 
of the bill this evening. 

Mr. RAYNER. If you do, I ask that the :Maryland items 
be passed over. 

Mr. FULTON. Elen if we should conclude the consideration 
of it so far as the committee amendments are concerned I will 
ask that it be laid over and there will be opportunity at 'a later 
time to offer amendments. 
. Mr. TELLER. 1\fr. President, I do not desire to take up the 

time of the Senate, but this is a just and proper claim, and was 
so found by the court for services rendered. Captain Hall had 
a larger claim which was not allowed. This amount was allowed 
him, but .he did not live to collect it. His widow is now in a 
condi:tJon where she needs it very much, and I see no reason 
why It should not be paid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 200, after line 15, to insert: 

LII\!ITATION. 

In case of the. d~ath of any claima~t, or death or discharge of any 
executor or adn:nniStrator of any clatmant herein named, then pay
~ent of such clatm. shall ~e made to the legal rept•esentativcs : Pt·ovided 
'Ihat when~ a clrumant IS dead the administrator executor or le"'af 
representative shall file a certified copy of his bond, which bond m;:ist 
be ~.t least equal in amount of the sum hereby appropriated: And 
1Jrf?-vtf!ed further·, That in all cases where the original claimants were 
adJUdicated bankrupts the payments shall be made to the next of kin 
instead of to assi~ees in bankruptcy ; but these provisions shall not 
apply to payments m the cases of the French spoliation claims which 
shall be made as heretofore prescribed in this act : .And pt·ovf.ded 
further, That wherever under this bill it is provided that a payment 
be .made to an e~ecutor or an administrator, whether original or 
ancillary ot· de boms non, and such executor or administrator is dead 
or no longer: hoi~ his office the payment shall be made to the suc
ces~or t~erem, hiS title to hold such office being established to the 
sat! fa~twn of the Secretary of the Treasury; and whenever under this 
bill tt IS pt·ov.ided that a payment shall be made to a corporation and 
such corporation has been mergE'd in or consolidated with another cor
por-atl?n, payment shall be made to the corporation with which the 
consolidation or merger has been made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\lr. FULTON. On page 197, after line 16, I move to insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby authorized 

and dlr~cted to pay, out of any money in the Treasury n~t otherwise 
appropnated, the ~um of 50 per month, for sixty months to Bernard 
W. Murray : Pt'OV!ded, That should the said Bernard W.' Murray die 
before the expiratiOn of sixty months, leavin~ no minor children, said 
payments shal! thereupon .cease; should the satd Bernard W. Murray die 
before the expiration of scrty months, leaving minor children, said pay
ments shall cease upon the majority of the youngest of said children. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Has the Senator from Oregon con

cluded the pre entation of the committee amendments? 
Mr. FULTON. No; I have an amendment on the table to 

repeal certain sections of the Tucker Act. 
l\lr. CULBERSON. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Sen a tor from Texas? 
1\Ir. FULTON. I yield. 
1\Ir. CULBERSON. I understood. in some general way, that 

the amendment to which the Senator refers would await the 
disposition of the other amendments to the bill. 

1\Ir. FULTON. I will state that the committee has about 
concluded the amendments which it has to offer. Possibly it 
may offer some to-morrow; but my desire was that this amend
ment should be read and placed before the Senate, and then 
that Senators shall consider it and be ready. to suggest any mod
ifica lions. 

1\Ir. CULBERSON. I think that course is entirely satis
factory. 

1\fr. l!,ULTON. I desire simply that it shall be pending. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend

ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. · 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the fol-

lowing: · 
That section 14 of the act entitled "An act to provide for the bringing 

of suits against the Government of the United States," approved March 
3, 1887, and commonly known as the Tucker Act, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed: Provided, That all bills and claims her·eto referred to 
the Court of Claims under and pursuant to the provisions of said section 
may be prosecuted in, and shall be heard, determined, and reported by 
said court in all respects as if said section were continued in force. ' 

That section 4 of the act entitled "An act to afford assistance and 
relief to Congress and the executive departments in the investigation of 
claims and demands against the Government," approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act, be, and said section 4 is 
hereby, repealed, and section 3 of said act is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows : 

" SEC. 3. The jurisdiction of mid court shall not extend to or include 
any claim again t the United States growing out of the destruction of 
or damage to property by the army or navy during the war for the 
suppres ion of the rebellion, or for the use and occupation of real e tate 
by, or for stores, subsistence, or supplies taken by ot· furnished to any part 
of the military or naval forces of the United States in the operations 
of said forces during the said wat· at the eat of war ; nor shall the said 
court have jurisdiction of any claim against the United States which is 
now barred by virtue of the provisions of any law of the United States: 
Provided, That all claimR for supplies or stores taken by or furnished 
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to any part of the military or naval forces of the United States for their 
use during the war for the suppression of the rebellion, heretofore re
ferred or transmitted to the Court of Claims by virtue of and PU!'suant 
to the provisions of said act of March 3, 1883, may be prosecuted rn and 
shall be heard determined, and reported by said court in all respects as 
fully and completely as if said section 4 of said act of March 3, 1883, 
had not been repealed or said section 3 thereof had not been amended 
by this act." 

Mr. FULTON. I call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that it is only section 14 of the Tucker Act which it is proposed 
to repeal by this amendment, under which practically all of 
what are known as "war claims" are sent to the Court of 
Claims. Section 14 provides : 

That whenever any bill, except for a pension, shall be J?ending in 
either House of Congress providing for the payment of a clarm against 
the United States, legal or equitable, or for a grant, gift, or bounty to 
any person, the House in which such bill is pending may refer the same 
to the Court of Claims, who shall proceed with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitl.ed "An act 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the executive depart
ments in the investigations of claims and demands against the Govern
ment," etc. 
It provides for the court making findings and certifying them 

back to Congress. The Tucker Act provides for giving juris
diction to the Court of Claims in many other matters. It is 
not desired to repeal, of course, the entire act, but that section 
which permits this character of claims to go to the Court of 
Claims. 

It has been suggested to me that the taking effect of the 
amendment should be postponed to some future time. My 
own judgment would be that bills which are now pending before 
Congress might properly be referred to the -Court of Claims, 
but that thereafter none of this character of claims should go 
there. I believe that all such claims with any possible merit 
ha Ye been already brought to the attention of Congress, and that 
no injustice will be done by providing that after the present ses
sion, say after the 15th of March next, this proposed amendment 
shall take effect; that from and after ·that date the repeal shall 
be effective. That will enable the sending down of all matters 
that are pending before the Senate at the present time, and it 
will prevent those gentlemen who are living by wurking up 
claims from digging up any more claims of that character be
tween adjournment and the time of the taking effect of the 
repeal. If we postpone the time for the taking effect of this 
repeal say for a year or two years, it will only stimulate the 
indust~y of persons who are engaged in hunting up and pre
senting to Congress. this character of claims. 

When I say presenting to Congress, of course, I know no one 
will understand me to mean a Member of Congress, because 
these claims are brought to his attention and he is appealed to 
by citizens of his State to present them, and, of course, he can 
not avoid doing it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
1\Ir. FULTON. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Has it occurred to the Senator that there 

may be many meritorious claims which have never been pre
sented, but which could be prepared and presented for adjudica
tion by the Court of Claims after a fair notice of twelve months 
or two years? Not that that would increase the number of in
dustrious lawyers, perhaps, who are working around the coun
try looking for plausible causes of making a claim, but there 
are really just and honest claims which have never been pre
sented simply because it has appeared so difficult heretofore to 
get any recognition of the justice of such claims in Congress 
that people ha\e felt that it was a hopeless task to undertake 
it; but they would do so if they were given an opportunity. 
You may hedge the matter about with ·any reasonable restric
tions you see fit, still not barring out absolutely the adjudication 
by the Court of Claims after a limited time. I think southern 
Representatives here would-1 surely would-be glad to be 
relieved of the burden of endeavoring to press claims which they 
believe to be just, but which they know are hopeless under cer
tain restrictions and regulations here. A large part· of my 
correspondence has been in answering inquiries of this person, 
that person, and the other person who think they have a claim 
against the Government, but which I, upon investigation, re
port to them " there is no chance in the world for you to get 
anything." Still I have to answer them, look up the law, and 
point out the whys and the wherefores. I wish I could simply 
say, once for all, "Congress has fixed a limit within which time 
you must prepare your claim, present it, and let the Court of 
Claims sift it; and after that," I could say, "there is no use 
for you to bother me with any such correspondence as that." 
I believe every Senator on this side of the Chamber would be 
thankful to you and to Congress if, after giving due notice, 

you should repeal the law which allows opportunities for any
body to present a claim. 

Mr. FULTON. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the Tucker Act, so called, was passed in 1887. Ever since 
that time there certainly has been very little difficulty in getting 
matters presented to the Court of Claims for a finding. The 
Bowman Act. was passed in 1883. Under it claims of this char
acter might go to the court; but, of course, if they were barred 
by the statute of limitations, that was a perfect defense under 
the Bowman Act. I can not, however, believe that there are any 
C'laims still not brought to the attention of Congress or Members 
of Congress that have any real merit in them. It would be 
extraordinary that during all this period of years the people 
should hold legitimate and meritorious claims, knowing that 
they could send them to a Member of Congress and have a bill 
introduced for their payment; and if the bill was not enacted, 
the claim could be sent to the Court of C1aims without costing 
the claimant anything, and yet they have refrained from doing so. 

1\lr. TILLMAN. And yet the Senator has in this very bill, or 
knows that there are in this very bill, claimfl over a hundred 
years old which are no more meritorious than a great many 
which would go to the Court of Claims if notice was given that 
beyond a certain period they would be barred. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator, I suppose, refers-
Mr. TILLMAN. Many of the claims in the bill are a hundred 

years old. 
Mr. FULTON. The Senator refers to the French spoliation 

claims, I suppose 1 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 
Mr. FULTON. But those have been pending all along. 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me, the French 

spoliation claims are different in this: The French Government 
has settled with our Government, and it is a mere matter be
tween our Government and the claimants. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes. During all these years-over a hundred 
years, as has been said-this Government has held the money 
which belongs to these claimants. 
. Mr. TILLMAN. Why has it taken a hundred years to settle 
an honest and just claim? 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator has had some experience in 
Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. I have got some claims here that the 
Court of Claims has adjudicated, and yet the committee has 
refused to put them into the bill when it has put in similar 
claims right on the floor to-day. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car

olina yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to suggest to the· Senator that 

even if section 14 of the Tucker Act should be repealed, as 
suggested by the chairman of the committee, that will not pre
clude any meritorious claims from being considered by the 
Claims Committee, or being passed upon by the Senate or the 
other House. 

Mr. TILLl\fAl~. The difficulty is in determining what is a 
meritorious claim. From my experience with what few claimg 
I have undertaken to prosecute here to a successful legislative 
passage, I know that the burden on Senators is very great, 
and the indifference and disinclination of committees to investi
gate, under the labors which we have to perform, make it prac
tically useless to undertake to bring claims in here, and when we 
send them to the Court of Claims-a court constituted for the 
express purpose of investigating and adjudicating and deter
mining what is just and right-1 do not see why it would not 
be reasonable and just to have a li.olit fixed, after which all 
claims should be barred ; and I should be glad to vote for such 
a thing, but I do not think we ought to have the thing killed 
off by .ipse dixit right straight ahead in two minutes and a 
half. 

Mr. FULTON. That was •ot my proposition-within two 
minutes and a half, but in two months and a half. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But you said " those which are already 
pl:'nding." 

Mr. FUI~TON. Yes. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Why not give those to whom I refer an op

portunity! 
1\Ir. FL'LTON. I think I can explain the matter so that the 

Senator will understand it. My suggestion was that the limit 
as to the time when this amendment will take effect should not 
go beyond the middle of March. 
. Mr. WARREN. I want to ask th~ Senator from Oregon if it 

is his plan to have all cases now pending in the Senate or that 
may be pendin~ in this session until its close sent to the Court 
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of Claims, and that his amendment will not cut out those bills 
that might be introduced to-morrow or next day or next week? 

Mr. FULTON. That was the idea. 
Mr. WARREN. Nor does he propose to cut out any claims 

now pending in the Court of Claims. 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly not. 
Mr. 'V .ARREN. I agree with the Senator. I think that 

·March 5 giy-es time enough, then. The time .certainly ought 
not to be extended beyond January 1, 1910, in any event. 

Mr. FULTON. But if you allow 1t to go beyond that, if you 
extend the time a year, it will be simply starting out a great 
industrial army enlisted for the purpose of working up this 
character of claims and presenting them before the law takes 
effect. I think it would be bad public policy to extend the time 
of the taking effect of the repealing provision for that length of 
time or during that period. 

I am about to retire from Congress, and it is not a matter of 
great concern to me, except simply as a citizen; but were I re
maining here, if the present system were continued in force, I 
should positively decline to serve on the Committee on Claims. 

l\Ir. W .A.RREN. May I ask the Senator a question right 
there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregoi} 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 
l\Ir. W .A.RR&~. 1\Iay I ask the Senator if it would be the 

intention of his committee, if tbis provision passes, to clean up 
all the bills pending before his committee by sending them 
to the Court of Claims at the end, or near the end, of this 
session? 

1\Ir. FULTON. It would be my judgment to send all pending 
bills of that character to the Court of Claims, or practically all, 
at least. There might be some that I would not so send. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. In further answer to the Senator, I should like 
to say that there are nearly a thousand cases already before 
the committee which ha\e been pending here for years and 
years. 

1\Ir. W .A.RREN. There are more than a thousand. 
Mr. SMOOT. At least that. 
Mr. TILLMAN. That shows how utterly hopeless it is
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina'? 
Mr. FULTON. For a question. 

· l\Ir. TILLMAN. I say the statement just made by the Sena
tor from Utah [Mr. SMooT] shows how utterly hopeless it is 
for us to get the Committee on Claims of the Senate to in\esti
gate the merits of any claim which is presented. 

Mr. FULTON. No. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President-
Mr. FULTON. Let me answer. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. TILLMAN. I do not charge the committee with any 

dereliction. 
Mr. FULTON. No; I do not yield any further, Mr. President. 

Instead of showing bow hopeless it is to get a committee that 
will earnestly examine these claims, it simply shows that there 
is a limitation--

1\fr. TILLl\IAN. On your ability. 
Mr. FULTON. On the possibility of men having time to per-

form the work. · 
Mr. TILLMAN. I am not charging the committee with any 

dereliction of duty or unwillingness; but it is an impossible 
thing to do. 

Mr. FULTON. It is an .impossible thing, it is true, to ex
amine all of these claims; but the truth is, that the very great 
majority of the claims are fraudulent and are not founded· on 
any honest, legitimate evidence. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President-- . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 

to the Senator from Utah? • · 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 
1\fr. Si\IOOT. I should like to say further that, so far as I 

am concerned as a member of the Committee on Claims, I have 
spent hours and hours and days and days going over testimony 
in these cases and there are very few claims that I have gone 
into that I co~sider just. I have always been perfectly willing 
to report a claim if there was a particle of merit in it, and I 
feel that way now. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, the great trouble about send
ing claims to the Court of Claims is that it frequently places 
Congress in a false position. People are invited to go before 
the court, They employ lawyers to prosecute their cases. They 
secure findings that are called favorable, and, in truth, are 
favorable; but, as a matter of fact, it is l)ecause the Government 

is practically helpless to meet the evidence which is produced. 
For instance, where there is a question of loyalty the claimant 
brings in some witness who testifies that he knew the claimant 
or the claimant's intestate during his lifetime, and that he was 
loyal. The Government can not secure any testimony to meet 
that, because of the long time that has elapsed since the date 
of the occurrence. So the question of loyalty is adjusted and 
the finding is probably in favor of the claimant. The proba
bility, 1\Ir. President, in my judgment, is that at least 75 per 
cent of those findings are unh·ue in fact, and based on testi
mony that was not true. I do not criticise the court for it. 
The court, like the committee, is practically helpless in the 
matter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. FULTON. I do. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator if he does not 

think it wo.uld be better for Congress to stand between these 
claims and the Court of Claims ; in other words, instead of 
dumping all of these claims on the Court of Claims, and, as the 
Senator says, inviting people to go there, ought not Congress, in 
the :first instance, examine them and refer to the court only 
such claims as on their face appear to ha\e merit? In that 
view, ought there not be far more time than that suggested in 
connection with the repeal of this law, if the people who have 
not prosecuted their claims are to have an opportunity to pre
sent them to Co:p.gress for examination and reference to the 
Court of Claims-say several years, two, three, or fom· years? 

Mr. FULTON. I will say to the Senator that any committee 
of the Senate or of the other House that shall undertake to ex
amine these claims will find itself in exactly the same position 
in which the court is. Parties will present affidavits in support 
of a claim, and there will be no way by which the committee 
can secure 'any evidence to meet that produced bY the claimant. 
So the committee would be helpless, so far as I can see. 

l\Ir. CULBERSON. As a matter of fact, I will ask the chair
man of the committee, is it not frequently the case that the 
committee, after examination, refuse to refer cases to the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. FULTON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. WARREN. The committee asks for proof before refer

ring a claim to the court? 
Mr. FULTON. Oh, yes; quite frequently" the committee has 

refused to recommend the reference of a case to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
Mr. FULTON. J ust a second. I want to say that while of 

course it is possible that by pursuing the course I suggest some 
claim that is founded in justice may be rejected, it is very 
improbable that any considerable number of claims will meet 
that fate, because, in the :first place, none of these claims are 
claims that the Government is under any real obligation .to pay. 
The payment of them is a mere gratuity; and so long a time 

. has now elapsed since the occurrence that it seems to me the 
period has arrived when we should cease paying these war 
claims at all. Now, I yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. W .A.RREN. Mr. President, referring to the inquiry made 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], my observation 
and experience about these claims have been that it is an easy 
matter for a constituent to ask a Member of the Senate to intro-. 
duce a claims bill, and it is a bard matter to refuse to intro
duce it. As a consequence, hundreds of these claims come here. 
Very many of those who ask for the introduction of such bills 
do not follow them up by depositing with the committee any 
affidavits or proof to enable the committee to ascertain whether 
or not there may be just ground for their consideration. When 
these claims go down to the court, a very large number of them 
are never taken up, because the attorneys representing them do 
not take them up in the court, having no evidence upon which 
to take thein up. Two years ago or so, I think, some 5,000 of 
them were stricken from the files. . 

No committee of this Senate has the time to investigate the 
number of claims that come in here. Neither the Committee on 
Claims nor any other committee can do it. If that committee 
should sit every day during the entire session on .claims work 
alone, it would not then probably have time to take up all the 

. bills-some 3,000 in number-that each session go to them. 
Now, if we were cleaning up as a whole, and they should all 

be sent down to the court, there would be this state· of affairs: 
A large number would never enter an appearance by attorneys, 
so that they would finally be stricken from the :files because of 
lack of support. The others would be tried out in the court, 
where all the evidence that could be adduced would~ presented 
and considered~ So, it seems to me that the chainran's plan 
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is a good one, in that it gives an opportunity to take up the 
claims now pending in his committee or those that may be 
introduced, send them to the Court of Claims, and put that 
court to work on them. That does not debar the committee 
from taking up as a . committee such few remaining claims as 
may come in afterwards, nnd I should hope that each claim 
might be considered promptly thereafter, each upon its merits, 
and reported, either fayorably or unfavorably, and disposed of, 
so as to keep the files clear. 

1\Ir. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not care to pursue this 
subject further at the present time. So far as I am personally 
concerned, I do not intend to ask for a vote on this amendment 

· to-night. I ha Ye simply called it up in order to explain my 
views, so that those who are interested in the question may take 
it under consideration and present such suggestions to-morrow, 
or when the bill shall be taken up again, as seem to them proper. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. 1\.Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I would ask the Senator, Mr. President, if 

he can state approximately how many bills have been before 
the Committee on Claims during the present Congress? 

Mr. FULTON. Over 2,500, I am told. 
Mr. WARREIN. Nearer 3,000. 
Mr. GALLINGER. One thing has attracted my attention in 

connection with the Committee on Claims. I know that it is 
utterly impossible, physically impossible, for that committee to 
give consideration to all these claims; but it has seemed to 
me a strange circumstance that the committee does not report 
some of these claims adversely. I served in the House of Repre
sentatives on the Claims Committee, and I made some adverse 
reports. I served as chairman of the Committee on Pensions of 
this body, and I found it very helpful to report adversely a 
bill that carried a line of bills with it, so that we would not 
be bothered in the future with similar bills. It has seemed to 
me that if adverse reports were made on bills that do not merit 
consideration by the Committee on Claims, the committee would 
unload a good deal of their work in that way. This is no criti
cism on the committee, except that I have not noticed that ad
verse reports have been made. 

Mr. FULTON. Not many. That is quite true, Mr. Presi
dent. Occasionally adverse reports have been made; b-ut I 
think the Senator will understand why that is. 

1\Ir. GALLINGEll. I think I understand it. Parties inter
ested beg the committee not to report their claims adversely, 
but to pigeonhole them; and they are constantly with you. 

Mr. FUL'.fON. Yes. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have had some experience on 

the Committee on Claims. I was chairman of that committee 
for a good many years, and I know while I was chairman we 
reported adversely a great many claims. 

Mr. WARREN. But they usually came up again; they were 
reinh·oduced regularly. 

Mr. TELLER. Frequently, as the Senator from Wyoming 
says, they were again introduced. There is no legal obstacle 
against that, and, of course, they would come again and, yery 
likely, be again reported adversely. They were cases that were 
within what, perhaps, the President would call the " twilight 
zone." It was a little difficult to tell whether they were meri
torious or not. 'l'be claimant would say: " I have not all the 
evidence I can get. I will get some more." Such bills would 
probably go over a session, and perhaps two or three sessions. 

I want to say just a word in reply to the chairman of the com
mittee as to there being no attention given to these cases in the 
court. Whose fault is it, Mr. President, that that is so? It is 
the Government's own fault. The Government of the United 
States has ample opportunity--

Mr. FULTON. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 

yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. TELLER. In a moment. 
Mr. FULTON. The Senator does not correctly quote me. 
1\Ir. TELLER. The Government of the United States has 

ample opportunity, Mr. President, to find out the truth as to 
these clafms; and I believe they have found out very largely. 
I myself doubt very much whether tlie court has reported a 
great many claims that were not founded in justice and right. 

I want to say another word. The Senator from Oregon says 
tlie payment of these claims is a gratuity. Mr. President, any
thing t~at we provide for by law as an obligation of the Gov
ernment can hardly be called a gratuity. The Government un
dertoo~ at the close of the war to say that certain acts of the 
army had been contrary to Jaw and that where the claimant was 

a loyal citizen of the United States the army could not take his 
property without compensation. The army might take the 
property of an alien; it might take the property of an enemy; 
but not the property of a loyal citizen of the United States. 

Mr. President, I became a member of the Committee on Claims 
when Senator Cockrell, long known in this body, was its chair
man; and, while he bad been a confederate general, I want to 
say to his credit that be exacted of every claimant who came 
before that committee the utmost proof of loyalty. No man 
could haye done it better than be did; and that rule, so far as I 
know, was followed while I had any connection with the com
mittee. The first question was whether the claimant was loyal 
to the Government. That being proved, we examined as to the 
merits of his claim-how much property had been taken and 
what it was worth. 

There were, perhaps, some claims allowed that, under the 
law of nations and the laws of war, would not have been al
lowed. For instance, suppose there was a battle and in that 
battle a church was destroyed, according to the law of nations 
the Government would not be liable for that For a long time 
the committee held to the strict rule of law. The claimant 
must show that his claim was within the law of nations and 
that his property was destroyed contrary to that law. In bat
tle a church, a private house, a public house, or anything else 
may be destroyed and, under the law of nations, there is no 
obligations on the Government destroying it to pay for it. 

But here in tlie Senate, and ultim;1tely in the other House, 
we settled the proposition that where educational institutions, 
schools, charitable institutions, and churches were destroyed we 
would pay for them. The most noted case was, of course, the 
case of William and Mary College. If anybody will take the 
pains to read the argument which the late Senator Hoar made 
in this Chamber on that subject, he will see that the Senate 
proceeded to pay for that class of claims, not because it was an 
obligation on the Government, but because it was a proper thing 
for a great Government like ours to do for the cause of educa
tion and for the cause of humanity. It might be the case of a 
hospital, for instance, which had been destroyed. 

So, Mr. President, there may be some of these claims that 
are unworthy, and undoubtedly there are; but there are very 
many claims that I have seen rejected here that I know were 
honest and just claims which the Government ought to have 
paid. I will venture to say, after an experience of a good many 
years, that there have been more claims rejected that ought to 
have been paid than there ever have been claims paid that ought 
not to have been paid. 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Has the Senator from Oregon con
cluded offering the committee amendments? 

Mr. FULTON. There is one other committee amendment to 
be proposed. I now send it to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 200, after line 15, it is proposed 

to insert: 
That there be, and hereby Is, appropriated, out of any money in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $110.50, and that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is.t authorized and directed 
to pay to Gen. C. C. Andrews the said sum of '1>110.50. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ag1:eeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON. There will probably be a few additional com

mittee amendments later on, but for the present I have no fur
ther committee amendments. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to reserve the right for the senior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] or the junior Sena
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox], who are away to-day, to 
offer an amendment known as the " insurance-company amend
ment." 

Mr. FULTON. I will say to the Senator that I am not going 
to ask that the bill be finally acted upon to-night. 

Mr. McEl\'"ERY. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of the items under the heading 

" Louisiana," it is proposed to insert the following : 
To Florine A. Albright the sum of $14,640. 
Mr. FULTON. My recollection is that there has been paid on 

this claim already quite a large sum. The committee went very 
carefully over this matter, and I trust that the amendment will 
not be adopted. 

l\Ir. l\Icl!JNERY. l\fr. President, this claim was before the 
House of Representatives in the Forty-seventh Congress. The 
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facts appearing before the House were just about as they are 
now. The question of foyalty was involved, and that is the only 
'question affecting this claim. There is no dispute as to the 
amount. After a short discussion the claim was referred to 
the Court of Claims by the unanimous vote of the House of 
Representatives, the late Mr. Dingley participating in the dis
-cussion and after a few inquiries, supporting the bill. It then 
came t~ the' Senate, and the facts in the case enlisted the sym
pathies of Senator Hoar and impressed him with the justice of 
the claim. Mr. Hoar, in the Forty-seventh Congress, first ses
sion, said: 

·I desire to ask the consent of the Senate to take up a bill which 
will occupy a very few minutes, and which I am sure. every person 
named in every bill on the calendar would consent to giVe preceden~e 
to. It is a bill permitting the representatives. of Sterling. T. ~ustm 
to go to the Court of Claims with a claim which is descnbed m the 
bill. They are two most estimable young. ladi!!s, whose father and 
brother were both shot on the same day m midday some time ago, 
under circumstances which are well lmown. I do not think it is neces
sary to enter into any discussion of that matter, but I merely ask my 
friend from Alabama to permit that bill to be taken up. The report 
is a very brief one, and it will take a very few minutes to dispose of 
the bill. 

It was unanimously referred to the Court of Claims. The 
claimants pre ented an itemized account, embracing cotton and 
-other personal property. The claim for this personal property
horses, mules, corn, and so forth-was held back in or~er that 
it should not complicate the claim for cotton. The clmm went 
to the Court of Claims, and that court sent the claim back with 
a finding as follows : 

But the court is satisfied that the surviving representatives did not 
give any aid and comfort to the late rebellion, but were throughout the 
war loyal to the Government of the United States. 

As to the loyalty of Sterling T. Austin, the court found, in substance, 
that he was constructively di loyal, because he lived in the Confederacy, 
but they found the beneficiaries of this bill strictly loyal. 

There was evidence before the Court of Claims, which is very 
, .oluminous by the most respectable citizens, army officers, fed- · 
eral civil officials, all of whom testified to the loyalty of Austin, 
-to that extent that many of them stated that they had heard him 
during the war express the most loyal sentiments for the Union. 
Whenever he had an opportunity, and could do so with prudence 
to himself he uttered the strongei:it sentiments of loyalty to 
the Gover~ment of the United States. He was ostracised by 
his people. He was under continued observation because of his 
suspected loyalty. He transferred his slaves to various points 
in order that they should not be put to work on confederate 
works. It is needless to make any extended argument ll:pon 
this matter. From the able report of the Committee on Clmms, 
referring to the summary, ·! quote: 

Th'e substance of this case, therefore, is substantiall~ this: 
"Austin was a planter in Ge01·~ia nnd Ala~ama. Pr,Ior to the break

ing out of the rebellion he sold his property m those States and moved 
to the Three Bayou plantation, in Louisiana. The Government pas now 
in its possession 59 287 the net proceeds of property of Austin taken 
by the Government. 'No' act ()f disloyalty has been discovered af~er the 
most searching investigation, nor is there any pretens.e that he did any 
disloyal act exc~pti11g this matter of the removal of h1s slaves from ol':le 

oint to another. As to the removal from the Three Bayou. pla<'e, m 
~uisiana that is conclusively shown to have been done in his absence 
and again'st his direction. It is equally conclusively shown that ~he re
moval of the slaves from Shreeveport into Texas was done by him be
cause those slaves were being impressed to work for the. confederacy. 
so far, therefore, as the remo':al of slaves is concerned, It can not be 
imputed to him as an act of disl~yalty, ~or both of these rem?vals are 
'under such circumstances as indicate qmte the contrary of disloyalty. 
In the first instance be instructs that they should not be removed on the 
approach of the federal forces, and in the second instance he removed 
them himself to prevent their being used in aid of the confederacy." 

This is the only fact cited to show his disloyalty-the removal 
of his slaves-which was construed by the court to mean that 
he m'tended to place them beyond ~he jurisdiction of. t:O.e Gov
ernment of the United States after _1t ha~ got P<?ssesswn of the 
territory in which he lived. But the ev1dence 1s that he took 
tllem back at the first opportunity and placed them under the 
protection of the federal troops. 

There is a finding of the court as to the value of the property. 
There is no dispute about that .. TJ;tey hav~ never received any
thing except for the cotton. This IS a cla1m for the other per
sonal property. The itemized account amounts to $55,860. 
Only $14 600 is asked for, less than- one-third of the sum. As 
1 have sdid, they received only the value of the cotton, and this 
is a claim for the other personal property. 

The ftemized account is as follows: 
90 mules---------------------------------------------- $18,000 

~gb~~i:~As~~~~~o!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~== 2~;ggg 
~0~o~~g;ork-cattie======================================= 4'~gg 
6 1,200 co~~g~~~1:rodder:carpenter-and-blacksffiith-to018;-house1o1d 

nnd kitchen furniture, and other property ____________________ 5_,_o_o_o 

Total ----------------------------------·---------- 55, 860 

We now ask that there be placed on this bill provision for the 
property referred to in the third paragraph of the finding : 

III. There was taken from claimant's decedent du~·ing the year 186?, 
from his plantation in Lake Providence, Carroll Pansh, La., during hH:l 
absence therefrom, by the military forces of the United States, by 
proper authority, for the use of the army, st.ores and supplies as above 
described which at the time and place of takmg, were reasonably wot·th 
the sum of $14,640, no part of which appears to have been paid. 

The claimant-s have never received anything under this second 
bill. The only amount they have received was for the value of 
the cotton these items never entering into the first claim 
which was' made before the Congress. I quote the concluding 
paragraph of the report made by the Senator from Wyoming -
[1\Ir. WARREN] when he was chairman of the Committee on 
Claims: 

It is submitted therefore that a finding of constructive di loyalty, 
found by the con~t after Colonel Austin was dead, and had no oppor
tunity himself to testify or explain his motives, ought not to operate 
with greater force than an attaint and conviction of treason ; and he 
being dead and his heirs being loyal, the Government has no longer 
any excuse' for withholding its payment. . 

Your committee, in view of all the foregoing, report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

Mr. FULTON. I merely wish to say that this case went to 
the Court of Claims. The court found that the claimants' 
decedent had been disloyal. The committee rejected it for that 
reason. The same party has been paid a large claim for other 
matters. 

The amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. McCREJARY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the Ken-

tucky items the following : 
To the trustees of the Madison Female Institute, located at Richmond, 

Ky., $6,500. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. ,President, the Madison Female Insti
tute is a college for , the education of females, located at Rich
mond, Ky., and is regularly incorporated. 

Mr. FULTON. Is there a Court of Claims finding? 
Mr. McCREARY. Yes; a Court of Claims finding. 
Mr. FULTON. Read it. 
Mr. McCREARY. I will read it in a moment. 
Prior to the year 1862 the claimant was, and now is, the 

owner of a large.tract of land situated in the county of Madi on, 
State of Kentucky, and near the city of Richmond. In the 
year 1862 the real estate was improved, and a large and hand
some building was erected, used for the education of females. 
On August 30, 1 62, the battle of Richmond was fought-the 
confederates under Gen. Kirby Smith and the Fed~rals under 
General Thomas. Twenty thousand soldiers engaged in that 
battle. It was one of the bloodiest battles fought in Kentucky. 
There were a good many killed and a great many wounded, and 
immediately this large college building was seized and was 
used as a hospital, and was occupied for some time. 

The case went to the Court of Claims, and the Court of 
Claims made a favorable finding. The court said: 

III. On August 30, 1862, the baJtl~ of Richmond, ·Ky., was fought, 
·and said above-described property was seized and taken possession of by 
the Federal troops and converted into a hospital, and was continuously 
used as such from August 30, 1862, to June 25, 1863, when possession 
ther·eof was surrendered to its lawful . owners. For the time during 
which !.'aid occupancy continued-to wit, for the period of nine months 
and twenfy-five days-the Quartermaster-General allowed and Congress 
appropriated and paid to the claimant the sum of 4,097.22 as rental 
for said property. . 

IV. During the period of said .occupancy the ~ilitary forces of the 
nited States, by proper authonty, took possessiOn of and used for 

military purposes the outhouses, fences, trees, shrubbery, and porches 
belongin"' to the said Madison Female Institute, which property was 
then and there worth the sum of $6,500, no part of which appears to 
have been paid. 

I want to say also that it has been proved in this case that 
it required $5,086.20 to repair the building after the soldiers left 
it. The Court of Claims made a favorable report, and justice 
being certainly on the side of the trustees of the Madison Fe
male College I ask that the claim be allowed. 

Mr. FULTON obtained the floor. 
Mr. KEAN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 
Mr. KEAN. I was merely going to ask the Senator from 

Oregon if he would not let the bill be laid aside at the present 
time. 

Mr. FULTON. Let us first dispose of this item. 
Mr. McCREARY. Yes. 
Mr. KEAN. Then we will have an executive session. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oreg(\n 

yield to the Senator from: Montana? 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 
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l\Ir. CARTER. I desire to present an amendment which I 
think will not lead to any discussion. 

l\Ir. FULTON. Very well. 
1\Ir. President, I merely want to say a word in regard to the 

amendment ·which the Senator from Kentucky has offered. I 
could not hear all of the findings as he read them, and it is im
pos ible for the chairman of the committee to remember all of 
these court findings. I have gone over them· all ; I recollect 
going over this one, but I submit that after the committee has 
passed on them they ought not to be attached to the pending 
bill under the circumstances. 

l\Iany of these claims-! do not say so of this case-have 
already been paid, and when you come to look them up you dis
co\er that they ha-ve been paid. But one can not tell on the 
Rpur of the moment when an amendment is offered. 

For instance, the Senator from Georgia [1\Ir. BACON], the 
other day wllen the bill was pending, called my attention to the 
fact that in a certain case the court's finding provided for 
$2,700 where we had allowed only $800. I said it was correct, 
and the item should be corrected, and I had it changed to 
$2,700. I remembered subsequently that $1,900 had been paid 
once before on that very same claim. 

l\Ir. CARTER. I suggest that this item go over until the 
morning, in view--

1\Ir. FULTON. No; I am not going to argue the matter. I 
am simply going to ask the Senate to reject the amendment. I . 
submit that it ought not to be included in the bill. 

1\Ir. McCRE..A.hY. 'Vhat do we have a Court of Claims for, 
Mr. President? I have no evidence that the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate e\er examined this item, but the Court of 
Claims, after a thorough examination, made a favorable find
ing, that there should be paid $6,500. There is no doubt that 
the battle of Richmond was fought. It is . not denied that 
the building was used as a hospital, and that the fences and out
houses were greatly damaged. It is a just claim. I shall not 
take up the time of the Senate further. I hope the amend
ment will be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed. to. 
Mr. CARTER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to 

come in after line 17, on page 198. 

on this bill; and with that understanding I have written at least 
two or three hundred letters, notifying claimants that their 
bills or claims could not go on this bill. If we are now going 
to throw it open, and all amendments are to be put upon this 
omnibus claims bill that Senators desire placed there, I want a 
little time, so that the people to whom I have said their _claims 
could not be put on this bill may have a chance to present their 
amendments. · 

Mr. McCREARY. I merely want to say that, so far as I am 
concerned, I made no such agreement. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I should like to say simply that this is a 
very pitiable case, in which a woman employed in the arsenal at 
Frankfort, Pa., was injm:ed by an accidental explosion in the 
cartridge factory-her eye blown out, her face disfigured, and 
both arms blown off. · 

Mr. FULTON. I will say to the Senator that I know about 
the case. I agree with him. I do not think it is an unreason-
able allowance for the injm'Y. . 

l\Ir. SUOOT. Mr. President, .I want to say that I know the 
case thoroughly; I examined it two years ago; and if any per
sonal-injury case e•er presented to the Senate should be paid, 
this particular case should be paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [1\rr. DOI.LIVER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON. I ask that the pending measure may be 

temnorarily laid aside. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

1\Ir. FORAKER. 1\Ir. President, if the bill has gone over, I 
want to give notice that to-morrow morning immediately after 
the routine morning business I shall mo•e that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill ( S. 5729) to correct tl.te 
records and authorize the reenlistment of certain noncom
missioned officers and enlisted ·men belonging to· Companies B, 
C, and D o·f the Twenty-fifth U . S. Infantry who were dis
charged without honor under Special Orders, No. 266, War 
Department, No•ember 9, 1906, and the restoration to them 
of all rights of which they ha-ve been deprived on account 
thereof. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
l\Ir. KEAN. I understood the chairman of the committee had 

agreed to allow the bill to be laid aside fo.c the day, and I was . l\!r. KEA.l""{ .. I mov~ that the Senate proceed to the considera-
about to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of I bon of executive busmess. 
e.xec.uti-ve business. . . The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Oregon suggested that he ~onsidera.tion of. executive business. After five minutes .spent 
would first receive this amendment. m executive sesswn the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o clock 

Mr. KEAN. I will withhold the motion. an~ 45 minutes p. m.) the Sena,te adjourl!e~ until to-morrow, 
' The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana pro- Fnda~, January 29, 1909, at 12 o clock mendmn. 
poses an amendmen.t, which will be stated. · I 

The SECRE"TARY. On page 198, after line 7, it is proposed to 
insert: NOMINATIONS. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized Executive nominations recei'Ved by the Senate January 28, 1909. 
and directed to pay to S. W. Langhorne and H . S. Howell, of Helena, 
Mont., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of 1,568, being the amount paid by them for rent of the 
building used by the United States for a land office at Helena, Mont., 
from November, 1885, up to and including J"une, 1!>00, a period of fifty
six months

1 
at $14 per month, and the further sum of $280, being the 

amount pa1d by them for janitor service for the same period at $5 per 
month, in all $1,848. 

l\Ir. KEA.N. This seems to be a claim for rent. 
l\Ir. CARTER. It has been approved by the Committee 011 

Claims, favorably reported, and is on the calendar in the shape 
of a bill. 

l\Ir. KEAN. That may be. 
Mr. CARTER. Almost every kind of conceivable claim seems 

to be in the bill now, and a little rent will not hurt it. 

AssiSTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Alford W. Cooley, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney
General. A reappointment, the position having been vacant 
since his resignation on August 5, 1908. 

PHILIPPINE COMMISSIONER. 

Juan Sumulong, of the Philippine Islands, to be a member of 
the Philippine Commission, vice Trinidad H . Pardo de Tavera, 
resigned. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is ·on agreeing to the Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 28, 1909. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\!r. DOLLIVER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 51, after line 4, insert: · 
To Florence Lambert, who was permanently disabled while engaged 

In the employment of the United States Government at Frankfort 
Arsenal, in the State of Pennsylvania, on about September 3, 1898, 
$2,500. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I will say a bill embodying this claim has 
pas ed the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to explain my posi
tion in relation to the amendments that ha-ve been offered to this 
bill. 

I understood it was tacitly agreed that no amendments out
side of those that had been reported to the Senate and those 
that were left off of the original House bill should be considered 

PosTMASTERS. 

ARIZONA. 

W . H . Knight to be postmaster at Humboldt, Ariz. 
ARKANSAS. 

Benjamin w. Allen to be postmaster at Hamburg. Ark. 
A. B. Lippman to be postmaster at ·Augusta, Ark. 
George B. Miles to be postmaster at Des Arc, Ark. 
Charles H. Tisdale to be postmaster at Hazen, Ark. 

CALIFORNIA. 

J ohn L. Butler to be postmaster at Colfax, Cal. 
Flora S. Knauer to be postmaster at. Reedley, Cal. 
H . C. Trippett to be postmaster at Roseville, Cal. 
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ILLINOIS. 

Jacob H. Koch to be postmaster at New Athens, Ill. 
IOWA. 

George H. Otis to be postmaster at Monona, Iowa. 
Jam~ R. Williams to be postmaster at Larchwood, Iowa:. 

KANSAS. 

Esther C. Colin to be postmaster at Argonia, Kans. 
Frank W. Elliott to be postmaster at Edna, Kans. 
William A. Hillhouse to be postmaster at Glasco, Kans. 
Benson L. Mickel to be postmaster at Soldier, Kans. 
Etta M. Townsend t<f be postmaster at Englewood, Kans. 

MINNESOTA. 

Herman Ohde to be postmaster at Henderson, Minn. 
NEBRASKA.. 

Charles F. Clawges to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Nebr. 
NEVADA. 

Amelia E. Roth to be postmaster at Virginia City, Nev. 
NORTH DAKOTA.. 

Hans McO. Paulson to be postmaster at Crosby, N. Dak. 
OHIO. 

Edmund L. 1\IcCallay to be postmaster at Middletown, Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA. 

Stephen A. Douglas to be postmaster at Ardmore, Okla. 
Frank Gallop to be postmaster at Clinton, Okla. 
Edwin F. Korns to be postmaster at Newkirk, Okla. 

PENNSYLVANIA.. 

John A. Keiper to be postmaster at Conemaugh, Pa. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Joseph Kubler to be postmaster at Custer, S.Dak. 
TEXAS. 

George Keck to be postmaster at Plainview, Tex. 
Jeff Potter to be postmaster at Tulia, Tex. 
Adelia C. Pruitt to be postmaster at Lindale, Tex. 

WASHINGTON. 

Jacob T. Grove to be postmaster at Deer Park, Wash. 
, William H. McCoy to be postmaster at Reardan, Wash. 

F. W. Martin to be postmaster at Cle Elum, Wash. 
.William L. Shearer to be postmaster at Toppenish, Wash. 

WISCONSIN. 

Fred J. Buell to be postmaster at Burlington, Wis. 
James R. Shaver to be postmaster at Augusta, Wis. 

INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed from the following 
convention on January 27, 1909: 

An arbitration convention between the United States and the 
Republic of Brazil, signed at Washington on January 23, 1909. 
:(Ex. T, 60th, 2d.) 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

THURSDAY, January ~8, 1909. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap

proved. 
JURISDICTION OF CRIMES ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up Senate joint 
resolution 118 from the Speaker's table and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider at the present time the Senate joint resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Senate joint resolution 118 to enable the States of Tennessee and Ar

kansas to agree upon a boundary line and to determine the jurisdic
tion of crimes committed on the Mississippi River and adjacent 
territory. 
Resolved, etc., That the consent of the Congress of the"United States 

ts hereby given to the States of Tennessee and Arkansas to enter into 
such agreement or compact as they may deem desirable or necessary, not 
in conflict with the Constitution of the United States, or any law 
thereof to fix the boundary line between said States, where the Mis
sissippi River now, or fot·merly, formed the said boundary line, and to 
cede respectively each to the other such tracts or parcels of the territory 
of each State as may have become separated from the main body thereof 
by changes in the course or channel of the Mississippi River, and also 

to adjudge and settle the jurisdiction to be exercised by said States 
respectively, over otl'enses arising out of the violation of the laws of said 
States upon the waters of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\fr . .MANN. Reserving the right to object, I ask the gentle

man from Arkansas if this is exactly similar to the bill which 
pas ed the other day about the other State? 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; exactly. 
The SPElAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. 
BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. There are four or five little matters for 
unanimous consent, some of them of importance to the House 
generally and some important to the Members; and the Chair 
is of the impression they can be disposed of in a very few 
minutes. The gentleman from West Virginia has a privileged 
matter, and so has the gentleman from Indiana, and if gentle
men are willing until the regular order is demanded, the Chair 
would be glad to recognize the gentleman from West Virginia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by 1\fr. Crockett, its reading clerk. 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

S. 8540. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River in 
1\Iarion County, Tenn.," approved May 20, 1902, as amended by 
an act approved February 1, 1905, entitled "An act to amend an 
act entitled 'An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.' " 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
withont amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 26709. An ·act to amend an act to provide for the re
organization of the consular service of the United States; 

JI. R. 26606. An act to authorize the Lewis Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River; and 

H. R. 26920. An act to repeal section 12 of an act entitled 
"An act to provide for a union railroad station in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes," approved February 28, 
1903, and to provide for the location and erection of a substation 
on the parking at the corner formed by the intersection of the 
east side of Seventh street and the south side of C street SW., 
in the city of Washington, D. C., by tbP. Philadelphia, Balti· 
more and Washington Railroad Company, and to provide for 
the approval of the same by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following concurrent resolutions, in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives is requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 81. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concut··ring). 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a 
survey and estimates to be made for a project of improvement of tha 
Columbia River from the mouth of the Willamette River to the ocean, 
in the States of Oregon and Washington, and of the Willamette River, 
in the State of Oregon, from the city of Portland to the mouth of the 
river, with a view to securing and maintaining a uniform depth of not 
less than 30 feet at the lowest stage of water in said rivers from said 
city of Portland to the ocean. Such survey and estimates to be re
ported to Congress. 

Senate concurrent resolution 79. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur-ring~. 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause preliminary 
;}Xamination and survey to be made of Polson Bay, Flathead Lnke, 
Montana, with a view to dredging the channel and putting in piling on 
the east side thereof. 

Senate concurrent resolution 78. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 

That the Secretary of War be, and be ls hereby, directed to cause a 
survey and estimates to be made for a project of improvement of the 
Willamette and Columbia rivers, in the State of Oregon. so as to pro
vide a 30-foot cha.nnel from Portland, Oreg., to the Pacific Ocean, and 
report the same to Congress. 

Senate concurrent resolution 77. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause f.l"eliminQ.ry 
examination and survey to be made of the South Bay Channe, Humboldt 
Harbor, California, with a view to the removal of obstructions to navi
gation to and from the wharf at Fields Landing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 76. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House ot Representatives concut-Mno). 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause a survey to be made of the most feasible and practical way of 
connecting the waters of Apalachicola River and St. Andrew Bay, in 
the State of Florida with a view to determining the advantage, best 
location, and probable cost of a canal connecting said waters, and to 
submit a plan and estimate for such improvement. 

I 
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ELECTORAL COUNT. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move to con
cur in the Senate concurrent resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate concr.rrent resolution 57. 

Resolv ed by the Senate (the House of Represe1~tati ves concur ring), 
That the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the 
Honse of Repre entatives on Wednesday, the 10t:h day of February, 
1909, at 1 o clock in the afternoon, pursuant to the requirements of 
the Constitution and laws relating to the election vf President and 
Vice-President of the nited States, and the President of the Senate 
shall be their presiding officer ; that two tellers shall be previously 
appointed on the part of the Senate and two on the part ot the House 
of Representatives, to whom shall be handed, as they are opened by 
the President of the Sena te, all the certificates and papers purporting 
to be certificates of the electoral votes, which certificates and papers 
shn.ll be opened, presented, and acted upon in the alphabetical order 
of the States, beginning with the letter A; and said tellers, having 
then read the same in the presence and hearing of the two Houses, 
shall make a list of the vot~s as they shaU appear from the said cer
tificates; and the votes having been ascet·tained and countl::!d in the 
manner and acc.ording to the rules by law provided, the result of the 
same shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall there
upon announce the state of the vote, which announcement shall be 
deE>med a sufficient declaration of the persons. lf any, elected ·President 
and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list ot 
the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

ADMISSION TO GALLERIES DURING ELECTORAL COUNT. 

Mr. GAINES of ·west Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
adoption of the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House resolution 520. 

Resolv ed, That on Wednesday, the lOth day of February, 1909, the 
whole of the gallery, except that which is designated as executive, dip
lomatic, and reporters' galleries, and one section of the southern eua 
of the public gallery, shall be reserved for the use of the families of 
Senators, Members of the House of Representatives, Delegates, and 
their visitors. The Doorkeeper shall strictly enforce this order. The 
Speaker shall issue to each Senator, Member of the House of Repre
sentatives, and Delegate two cards of admission, and only persons 
holdlng these cards shall be admitted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to inquire of the gen
tleman from West Virginia does that resolution include the 
Resident Commissioners of Porto Rico and the Philippines. 

Mr. GAI~TES of West Virginia. It does not include them. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not the gentleman believe 

that these three Resident Commissioners ought themselves to 
have seats in the galleries? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in accordance 
with the suggestion of the gentleman from Wisconsin, I move 
to amend by adding the words" and Resident Commissioners ot 
Porto Rico and the Philippines." 

The SPEAKER. 1.'he gentleman modifies the resolution? 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I do. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution as 

modified may be reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution aR 

modified. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolv ed, That on Wednesday, the 10th day of Febl:"uary, 1909, the 

whole of the gallery except that which is designated as executive, diplo
matic, and reporters' galleries, and one section of the southern end of 
the public gallery, shall be reserved for the use of the families of Sena
tors, Members of the House of Representatives, Delegates, and Resident 
Commissioners from Porto Rico and, the Philippines and their visitors. 

The Doorkeeper shall strictly enforce this order. 
The Speaker shall · issn<.> to each Senator, Member of the House ot 

Representatives and Delegate and Resident Commissioners from Porto 
Rico and the Philippines two cards of admissiOn, and only persons 
holding these cards shall be admitted. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wou1d like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does that mean that Members--

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I ca.n not hear the gentleman. 
Mr. HAMLIN. If this resolution IS adopted, does that mean 

that Senators and Members will only be permitted two cards of 
admission to the galleries from the Speaker, regardless of the 
number of his family? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. That is the meaning of the 
resolution. I may as well state, in this connection, that the 
number to be accommodated with tickets is 490, which, with two 
tickets to each one, makes 986, and really more than exceeds 
the capacity of the galleries. if all the galleries were reserved; 
but by letting a few have seats upon the steps and standing in 
the doorways, the whole number getting tickets will be accom
modated, and by reserving one section, under this resolution, 
more than was reserved formerly, the crowding will not be so 
great as heretofore. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Do I understand that the cards of admission 
to Members and Senators will fill the galleries? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Practically that is true, and 
we have reserved one section in the south end of the gallery not 
reserved for cards of admission. This, with the reserYations 
which at~e made now, will fairly well accommodate those who 
will secure tickets through Senators and Members. It might be 
well, Mr. Speaker, in this connection to call the attention of 
Members to the fact that there has heretofore been much com
plaint on the part of Members that they did not get their tickets. 
It seems that tickets that have been mailed to Members some..
times have failed to reach the Members, in which case the Mem
ber- becomes strongly suspicious that those tickets have not been 
sent to him. I suggest to · the Members it would be well if they 
would cooperate with the officer designated to distribute the 
tickets, and the result may be more satisfactory. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would it not be. advisable for them to can 
for the tickets personally instead of having them sent by mail 7 · 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. That would be sure to lead to 
trouble, and I think the officer in charge of th~ distribution can 
work out a plan which will be better than the one that has here
tofore been designated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I suggest that the tickets could 
be delivered to Members at their desks. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. The difficulty is in finding the 
Members at their desks. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is their own fault, then. 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I think the plan suggested is 

the most practical one for the distribution of the tickets, and, 
with the cooperation of the Members of the House, I think will 
be a satisfactory plan. 

The SPFdKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
TELLERS ON THE P .ART OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER announced as tellers on the part of the 
House at the counting of the electoral vote the chairman of 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress, Mr. GAINES of West Virginia, 
and the ranking Member of the minority upon that committee, 
Mr. RUCKER. 

MINERAL SURVEYS. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the 'Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union be discharged from: the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 25396) for relief of applicants for mineral surveys, and 
that the bill be now considered in the House. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the following bill, and that the same be considered at this 
time. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the moneys covered into 
the Treasury from deposits made by individuals to cover cost of work 
performed and to be performed in the offices of the United States 
surveyor.s-general in connection with the survey of mineral lands, any 
excess in the amount deposited over and above the actual cost of the 
work performed, including all expenses incident thereto for which the 
deposits were severally made. Such repayments shall be made to the 
person or persons who made the several deposits, or to his or theit· 
legal representatives, after the completion or abandonment of the work 
for which the deposits were made, and upon an account certified by the 
surveyor-general of the district in which the mineral land surveyed, or 
sought to be surveyed, is situated and approved by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on l\Iines 
and Mining were read, as follows : 

Page 1, after the word "moneys," in line 4, add the words "here
tofore or hereafter." 

Page 1, after the words "were severally made," in line 11. add the 
words "or the whole of any unused deposit; and such sums, as the 
several cases may be, shall be deemed to be annually and permanently 
appropriated for that purpose." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I should like 

to ask the gentleman for an explanation of this bill. I see that 
it provides for a payment from a certain fund. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. The moneys that this bill refers to are 
deposits that are made by private individuals with the United 
States Sun~yor-General to cover work done in that office. As 
the law now stands the parties are entitled to the refund of 
any of this money that is not used for that purpose, but the de
partment have held that they have no authority to pay it back. 
The money 1e not available in the regular fund of the United 

, 
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States; it belongs to the individuals, and they should get it 
back. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill only allows the GoYernment to pay it 
back after the purpose for which the deposit was made has been 
accompli hed. 

1\fr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Yes. 
1\fr. MANN. Only the surplus. 
Mr. E1.. 1GLEBRIGHT. Only the surplus; certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the 

gentleman from California whether this bill is retroactive in its 
effect? · 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. It is retroactive to the extent of the 
money now held there. There are a large number of small 
deposits that are encumbering the department records. The de
partment can not pay the money back, and there is nothing for 
which the money can be used. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, for the present I shall object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
Subsequently, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. ENGLE

BRIGHT] informs the Chair that the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEY] withdraws his objection to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 25396) for the relief of applicants for mineral 
surveys. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the bill? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asked unani

.. mous consent for the present consideration of the bill of which 
the Clerk will read the title. 

The CLERK. House bill 25396, for the relief of applicants for 
mineral surveys. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ARMY TENTS FOR NORTH AMERICAN GY:MNASTIO UNION, 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House joint resolution 226, 
authorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents for use 
at the festival encampment of the North American Gymnastic 
Union, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, in June, 1909. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
ResoZvedJ etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au

thorized to loan, at his discretion, to the executive committee of the 
North American Gymnastic Union, at Cincinnati, Ohio, having in charge 
the arrangements for the Thirtieth National Gymnastic Festival of the 
North American Gymnastic Union, to be held in Cincinnati, Ohio, ln June, 
1909, 250 tents1• with poles, ridges, and pins for each: Provided, That 
no expense shau be caused the United States Government by the de
livery and return of such property, the same to be delivered to said 
committee designated at such time prior to the date of sald convention 
as may be agreed upon by the Secretary of War and August Herrmann, 
~hairman of said executive committee: Ana provided, turthe·r, That the 
Secretary of War shall, before delivering such property, take from said 
August Herrmann a good and sufficient bond for the safe return of said 
property in good order and condition, and the whole without expense 
to the United States. I . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MAN . Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

should like to ask the gentleman what is the character of the 
organization, and what precedents there are for this action
loaning tents to a private organization? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. This association is the German Turners' 
.Society of the United States, and the resolution is precisely sim
ilar to one introduced last year by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BEALL], which passed the House, except that that resolu
tion--

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That was for the Elks. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. That was for the Elks, and it provided 

for the loan of 2,500 tents. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
since the report of the Committee on Military Affairs I have 
been adnsed by gentlemen interested in this convention that the 
number authorized by this resolution will not be sufficient, and 
I ask unanimous consent to amend the resolution by striking 
out the word " two," in line 9, and inserting the word "three; " 
so that the number of tents will be 350, instead of 250. 

Mr. 1\lA.l~. I simply wish to say this to the gentleman: I 
remember the precedent that the gentleman cites. It was an ex
ceedingly bad precedent. It is proposed now to follow that with 
anotber very bad precedent, loaning a number of tents for pri
vate purposes. While I shall not object to this bill, so long as 
I am in the House and have the opportunity I shall hereafter 

object to unanimous consent for the consideration of any like 
proposition. 

Mr. M.A.CON. Unless you change your mind. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MANN. And that is something I do not intend to do 

with reference to this subject. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendment of· 

fered by the gentleman from Ohio will be considered as agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time and was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. · 

LAND DISTRICT IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 26062) authoriz· 
ing the creation of a land district in the State of South Dakota, 
to be known as the Bellefourche land district 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 

ask the gentleman, Did not Congress, at the last session, pro· 
vide for a new land district in South Dakota? 

Mr. MARTIN. It did. 
Mr. MANN. And this · is a. proposition to provide for an 

additional land district? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. MA.l~N. That is going a little rapid, is it not? 
Mr. MARTIN. We are making pretty rapid progress out 

West. 1\fr. Speaker, I can easily satisfy the gentleman from 
Illinois that we need this additional land district. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman had better let the bill 
go over, for it will take some time. 

Mr. MARTIN. It ought not to take much time. 
Mr. 1\i.A.NN. It will take a pretty full explanation to con· 

vince the " gentleman from Illinois " that it is necessary to 
pass a bill nbw creating a land office when we have already 
passed one bill for that purpose within a year. For the present, 
Mr. Speaker, I object. 

JOSIATI H. SHINN, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
resolution in lieu of House resolution 508, f1·om the Committee 
on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 523. 

Resolved, That Josiah H. Shinn is hereby appointed as successor to 
the person named in the resolution adopted by the House February 7, 
1900, as special messenger, pursuant to the act approved May 22, 1908. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I reserve a point of order to that reso· 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair that it is a privileged 
resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It may occur to the Chair, but I call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that this employee is not 
provided for by law. 

l\fr. BARTLE'l'T of Georgia. He is provided for by law by 
re olution passed in 1908. 

The SPEAKER. The Ohair finds in the report of the com
mittee the following: 

The same law also provides that a successor to said employee may be 
made by the House of Representatives at any time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is in the act of 1908. 
That law was passed and concurred in by the present Congress. 

Mr. FITZERALD. While the Chair has been looking up the 
question raised, I have received the information which I de
sired, and I therefore withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
DESERTERS FROM THE N .A. VAL SERVICE. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I call up conference report on 
the bill S. 5473, to authorize the Secretary of the Navy in cer
tain cases to mitigate or remit the loss of rights of citizenship 
imposed by law from the naval service. 

The Clerk read the report and statement as follows r 
CONFERENCE REPORT, 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes ot the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 5473) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy in certain 
cases to mitigate or remit the loss of rights of citizenship 1m- • 
posed by law upon deserters from the naval service, b,a ving met, 
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after full and free cC'Jllference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House and agree to the same. 

ERNEST W. ROBERTS, 
A. F. DAWSON, 
L. P. PADGETT, 

Mana.gers qn the part of the House. 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 
J". H. GALLINGER, 
B. R. TILL IAN, 

Managers on the pa'rt of the Senate. 

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House, at the conference 
on the disagreeing -votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 5473) 
4

' to authorize the Secretary of the Navy in certain cases to 
mitigate or remit the loss of rights of citizenship imposed by 
law upon deserters from the naval service," submit the follow
ing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon and submitted in the accompanying conference 
report. 

The Senate, in receding from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the House and agreeing to the same, without further 
amendment, leaves the bill without change as it passed the 
House of Representatives. 

ERNEST W. ROBERTS, 
A. F. DAWSON, 
L. P. PADGETT, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
THIRTEENTH AND SUBSEQUENT DECENNIAL CENSUSES. 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report from the Speaker's table .on the bill H. R. 16954, to pro
vide for the Thirteenth and subsequent decennial censuses. I 
ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the 
xeport. 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. Reserving the right to object, I desire 
to inquire if there is anything in it subject to a point of order? 
Have the conferees incorporated any new matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I am asking the gentleman from Indi-

an~. chairman of the committee. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; they have not. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. OOX of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman from 

Indiana a question, whether or not the bill as amended by 
the Senate does not provide for the purchase of real estate? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; but that amendment of the Sen
ate was not agreed to. It is still open. 

'11le SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The Clerk 
will read the statement. 

The conference report is ·as follows : 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16!:>54) to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent decennial 
censuses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 21. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, .3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 25; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and 
agree to the .same with an amendment as follows: 

" Strike ou:t the proposed amendment and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

"And for the enumeration of institutions, shall include pau
pers, prisoners, juvenile delinquents, insane, feeble-minded, 
blind, deaf .and dumb, and inmates of benevolent institutions.'' 

.And the Senate agree to the same~ 
Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 7, 
lines 11 .and 12 of the bill, strike out the words, u and had a 
product valued at five hundred dollars or more; " and in the 
Senate amendment strike out the words, " one thousand; " and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, ana 

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: .After the 
word "feeble-minded," in the proposed amendment, insert the 
following : " , blind, deaf and dumb ; " and the Senate agree~ to 
the same. 

On amendments numbered 24, 26, and 27, the committee of 
conference have been unable to agTee. 

EDGAR D. CRUMPACKER, 
EDWIN c. BURLEIGH, 
.TAMES HAY, 

Managers on the part of the Ho-use of Representatives. 
CHESTER I. LONG, 
EuGENE HALE, 
S. D. McENERY, 

Managers on the pa1·t ot the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The Senate recedes from its amendments Nos. 4 and 21. 
Amendment No. 4 was the insertion of the word " race" and 

amendment No. 21 was the words "A false test schedule." 
Amendment No. 1, from which the House receded, is the in

clusi.on of a geographer in section 3 of the bill. There has been 
a geographer in the permanent Census Office for some years, 
but that officer is not provided for in the act creating that offiee 
or in any other supplemental statute, but it is provided for in 
the annual appropriations. It was therefore thought wise to 
make provision in this law for the geographer. 

Amendment No. 2, from which the House conferees- recede. 
requires the appointment of the .Assistant Director of the Census 
to be made by· and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
This office is of sufficient importance and dignity to justify the 
regular constitutional method of appointment. 

Amendment No. 3~ to which the House conferees agreed 
raises tbe salary of the geographer from $2,750 to $3,000. Thi~ 
was done upon the advice of the Director of the Census who 
said the geographer was one of the most important offic~rs in 
the bureau, and during the temporary period the work of that 
office1· was exceptionally arduous. 

. Amendm~nt No. 5, whi~h the House conferees agreed to, pro
VIdes that m the population schedule an inquiry shall be made 
as to whether the inhabitant is an employer or an employee. 

Amendment No. 6 is the changing {)f "and" to "or." 
.Amendments Nos. 8, 9, and 10 are changes in the phrase

ology, but do not affect the import or effect of the text. 
Amendments Nos. 12 and 13 are mere matters of phraseology 

that do not affect the substance of the bill. 
Amendment No. 14 requires the investigation and report re. 

specting the production of turpentine and rosin. This amend
ment was put in the bill with the consent of the Director of the 
Census, who said the investigation could be ID.c'lde with but little 
additional ~xpense; that in former censuses inquiries as to the 
production of turpentine and rosin had been made. 

Amendment No. 15, to which the House conferees agreed pro~ 
Yides for the striking out of the words " one yeaT " and ins~rting 
the words u six months." This was made necessary because of 
the date of the probable passage of the bill. It would be impos
sible to designate the supervisors for the next census within at 
least one year of the time fixed for the date of the commence
ment of the enumeration. 
. . Amendment No. 16, to which the House conferees agreed, pro
VIdes that the Director of the Census need not designate super
visors for .Alaska and the Hawaiian Islands, but in lieu thereof 
may employ special agents to take the census of those territo
ries, in his discretion. 

. Amendment No. 1.7, to whicJ;l the House conferees agreed, pro
vides for a change of the basis of the pay of supervisors. The 
bill as it passed the House contained somewhat of a complicated 
scheme for fixing the pay of supervisors, and it provided for a 
minimum compensation of twelve hundred dollars. The Senate 
amendment strikes out the House provision and substitutes a 
provision to the effect that the pay of supervisors shall be fif
teen hundred dollars and, in addition, one do11ar for each thou
sand population in their respective districts. According to the 
scheme contained in the House provision, it was estimated th?'t 
not more than four or five supervisors in the entire countzy 
would receive the minimum compensation, and the change made 
by the Senate amendment will add little or nothing to the 
aggregate expense of the supervisors. It is a simpler and, per~ 
haps, a juster method of fixing the pay of those officers. . 

Amendment No. 18, . agreed to by the House conferees, pro
vides for striking out a provision in the bill limiting enumera-
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tors' districts so as to include not to exceed 2,000 inhabitants. I Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio for 
The Twelfth Cen us bill fixed a limitation of 4,000. It was a question. 
thought better to lea\e the question· of convenient districts to Mr. KEIFER. I notice ·in amendment 5, on page 6, these 
the discretion of the Director of the Census. words, following the word "occupation':" 

Amendment No. 19, to which the House conferees agreed, pro- Whethet· or not employer or employee. 
vides that the Director of the Census may fix a mixed rate of 
pay for the enumerators, consisting of an allowance of fees and I understand that that is inserted there in lieu of the parts 
also an additional per diem allowance of not more than $2 a agreed to be struck out, viz, amendment 8, on the same page, 
day where conditions justify it. The House provision fixed a which reads thus: 
scheme of pay on the fee basis and then provided that where All persons engaged in agricultural pursuits. 
the Director of the Census deemed such compensation insufficient I also understand that this substitute was made because it is 
he might authorize a per diem allowance. The amendment proper to put it in under the schedule of population. I have 
gi\es him authority to fix a miXed compensation of fees and. per no objection to the change, but I would like to know whether 
diem. those in charge of the bill believe that they will accomplish the 

Amendment No. 22, which was agreed to by the House con- object of the provision struck out, No. 8, the object being by it 
ferees, is a mere elaboration of the House provision, so as to to get in the next census a report showing the number of people 
make its purpose more clear. engaged in agricultural pursuits in the United States. . 

Amendment No. 23, which was agreed to by the House con- l\Ir. CRUMPACKER. 1\lr. Speaker, it was the belief of the 
ferees, adds the word "manuscripts" to the list of newspapers conferees that the amendments would accomplish the same pur· 
and periodicals that the Director of the Cen·sus is authorized to pose, and the Director of the Census attended the first meeting 
purchase. of the conferees and said he thought the language was better; 

Amendment No. 25, which was agreed ' to by the House con- that the Twelfth Census already had material, if it had been 
ferees, is the addition of the words "or agriculture" after the tabulated, to accomplish the purpose the gentleman desired; 
word "population." The effect of this amendment is to author- · an«;! he said under this provision the reports would show the 
ize the Director of the Census to give out certain information percentage of population engaged in agricultural pursuits as 
respecting agricultural returns as well as population returns distinguished from the population engaged in other pursuits or 
upon the written request of the governor of any State or Terri- iu no pursuits at all. 
tory or of any court of record. l\Ir. KEIFER. Mr. · Speaker, I understand the purpose of 

.senate amendment No. 7 provided for the separate ennmera- making this amendment. I do not understand that it will ac
tion of persons under 18 years of age who are ruptured, complish the purpose intended at all, except to get a report in 
crippled, or deformed; also the enumeration of cases of inter- the next census of those engaged in the pursuit of agriculture 
marriage between white persons and persons of either whole in the capacity of "employer or employee," and those who own 
or of partial negro blood, specifying whether the husband or cultivated lands who might have other occupations, but who 
wife is of negro blood; al 0 that the enumeration of _institu- would be, through their ownership, interested in agriculture, 
tions shall include paupers, prisoners, juvenile delinquents, are not to be· reported under the provision at all. 
insane, feeble-minded, and inmates of bene\olent institutions. l\Ir. CRUMPACKER. They ha\e always been reported; 
This amendment was agreed to with an amendment pro\iding they were in the schedules of the Twelfth Census, but they 
for striking out the entire Senate amendment and substituting have not been tabulated separately. 
therefor the following language: "and for the enumeration of l\Ir. KEIFER. I beg the gentleman's pardon, unless it be, 
institutions shall include paupers, prisoners, ju\enile delin- as he stated a moment ago, that they had such statistics in the 
quents, insane, feeble-minded, blind, deaf and dumb, and in- Census Bureau, but have ne\er been able in the history of the 
mates of benevolent institutions." United States to work them out and answer the question that 

Amendment No. 11 was agreed to by the House conferees I de ire to ha\e an,..swered. . , 
with the following amendment: Strike out the words " and l\Ir. CRU:L\IPAC~ER. Beggmg. the gentlema~ s pardon~ . no 
had a product valued at $500 or more," and also strike out such. sta~ement "as ~ade. It ~ n~t a que bon o.f abtlity. 
"one thousand," the words inserted by the Senate. The amend- There mtght be numerous clas tfications of population mad_e 
ment has no material significance. froiD: the schedules that have not been tabulated. These clas 1-

T • • ficatlons have not been made, but <;an be .from the schedules 
Senate a~endment No. 20 was agr~~ to Wit}:! the ,f0~~o~mg l already in the office; but the Director of the Census announced 

amendment. A~d, after the word feeble-mmded, blind, this language was sufficient, and that the Census Office would 
deaf and dru:nb. make that clasQification, because the importance of it wa im-

The c?mm1ttee on conference were unable to. agree on a~end- pre ed upon him in the conference and in tl1e debate in the 
ments Nos. 24, 26, and 27. Amendment 24 gi\es authonty to House before. He understood and read over carefully the de
the Director of the ~ensus to contl·~ct for ~r~nting ~nd bi~ding bates, and had in mind his correspondence with the gentleman 
for t~e Census Office u.nd~r certam co~~Ibons With pnvate. from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], and I think appreciate the impor
estabhshments on the prmctple of competition. tance of making that kind of a classification, and said this 

Amendment No. 26 authorizes the Director of the Census, language would co\er the subject fully. Therefore we agreed 
under the supervision of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to the report. 
to purchase or acquire· by condemnation the real estate and 1\lr. KEIFER. I only desire to say, in justice to the Director 
building now occupied by the Census Office and the lot adjoining of the Census, that he ha said the same thing to me. 1\Iy fear 
the same. The amendment also authorizes the Director of the is that the language u~ed, "employer and employee," is not 
Census, under the superYision of the Secretary of Commerce broad enough to co-rer all per ons engaged in agriculture. I 
and Labor, to construct a building upon the additional land only want to add that for years, extend.ing back nearly forty, 
purchased for the use of the Census Office. I have been inquiring of the Census Bureau of this country to 

Amendment No. 27 has reference simply to the renumbering get an answer to the question as to what per cent of the peo-
of the sections of the bill. ple of the United States were engaged in agriculture in this 

EDGAR D. CRUMPACKER, country, but for some reason or other they ha\e never been 
Eowi c. BURLEIGH, able to accurately answer it-only by an estimate-and whether 
J AMES HAY, the data is in the Census Bureau or not it has neyer been 

Managers on the par·t of the House of Rep1·esentatives. worked out. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 1\fr. Speaker, I move that the confer
ence report be agreed to. 

The :sPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Indiana that the conference report be agreed to. 

l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Indiana what will become of amend
ments 24, 26, and 27? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will say that agreeing to the confer
ence report leaves these amendments still open, subject to .be 
disposed of by the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield for· a question 7 
Mr. CRUl\fPACKEH.. Yes. 
Mr. STAF.li'ORD. I notice in amendment No. 17 the conferees 

agree to the change of the basis of eomputation for salaries 
of the supervisors. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. I would like to Inquire whether the ar

rangement us agreed upon is for an annual salary or for his 
total salary while engaged in that special work? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is compensation for the entire 
service. 

Mr. STAFFORD. How long is it expected that the super
visor wm be engaged in the performance of this work? 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, perhaps from five to ten months, 

off and on. 
Mr. STAFFORD. What is the superior advantage of the 

plan as accepted by the conferees over that which · was con
tained in the House bill? 

Mr. CRUMP ACKER. Well, it is not so iiivolved. The gentle
man doubtless has read the House bill scheme, and will notice 
that it is rather complex and a little difficult to work out, and 
the results are substantially the same. 'l'he Senate plan raises 
the minimum pay, and the Director of the Census made an 
·estimate, from which he reached the conclusion that it would 
not increase the pay of more than five or six at the outside of 
the supervisors, because there were not more than that many 
who would receive the minimum pay under the House plan, and 
the result would be substantially the same. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What will be the population of the dis
trict over which the supervisor will have charge, generally 
speaking? 

Mr. CRUMP ACKER. Well, throughout the country, as a 
general rule, there will be a supervisor for each congressional 
district. The district which I have the honor to represent, 
I think, has about 260,000 population--

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it intended to follow absolutely the 
boundary lines of the congressional district in the appointment 
of supervisors of the census? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. The law says that the director shall 
appoint a supervisor for each congressional district as far as 
it is practicable to do so. There are 330 supervisors provided 
for, but it has been the custom in the State of Massachusetts 
to appoint only one supervisor for that entire State, one for the 
State of Connecticut, one for the ctty of New York. one for 
the city of Brooklyn, and one for each of the other great cities, 
so that outside of the great cities there will be one supervisor 
for each congressional district. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois. Mr. Speake4 I would like to ask 
the gentleman, Are the conferees still considering amendment 
numbered 24? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. No; that was disagreed to. The House 
will have that amendment up for discussion when we dispose of 
the conference report. 

Mr. COLE. Was there any provision for the expenses of 
travel of these supervisors while away from home? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; for the supervisors. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 

for a question? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I yield for a question. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I could not hear over here what the 

gentleman from Indiana was saying. Did the gentleman from 
Indiana say that there was to be one supervisor for every con-
gressional district throughout the country? · 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I did not. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How are the supervisors apportioned in 

the bill? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. As I said, but one supervisor will 

be appointed for the entire city of New York, one for the 
State of Massachusetts, and only one for the State of Con
necticut, one for the city of Brooklyn, one each for the large 
cities containing more than one congressional district. That 
has been the plan for a number of years. I now ask for a vote, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker,· I would like to ask the gentle
man a question. Will the gentleman inform us why there 
should be one supervisor in Massachusetts, and one in Connecti
cut, and two for States like Rhode Island, Vermont, New Hamp
shire, Maine, and other small States? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, that has been the custom from 
time immemorial. Massachusetts has a superintendent of cen
sus, who has always acted as supervisor, and has conducted the 
taking of the federal census, and he has the mechanism to do it, 
and it has been found the best results come from that practice. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DAWSON. Does the adoption of the motion of the gen

tleman from Indiana carry with it a further disagreement to 
those items which have not been agreed to? 

The SPEAKER. There will be items not agreed to which 
will be subject to the action of the House. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
further insi t upon its disagreement to amendment numbered 24. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, let us have the amendment 
reported, so we can understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House do insist upon its disagreement to Senate amendment 
numbered 24, and the Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in 
Senate amendment numbered 24. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the House do recede from its disagreement to Senate amendment 
numbered 24 and concur therein, which motion takes precedence 
over the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, and the Clerk 
will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 23, line 12, after the word " reports," insert : 
"Pt·ovided, That whenever in the opinion of the Director of the Cen

sus the Public Printer does not produce the printing and binding re
quired under the provisions of thi~ act with sufficient promptness, or 
whenever said printing and binding are not produced by the Public 
Printer in a manner satisfactory to the Director of the Census 1n 
quality or price, said Director is hereby authorized to contract with 
private parties for printing and binding after due competition." 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I presume I am entitled 
to the floor. 

'l'he SPEAKER. While the motion of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] takes precedence of the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [1\f.r. CRUMPACKER], yet the control of 
the floor remains with the gentleman having charge of the bilL 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is nothing more nor less 
than a plain, practical business proposition. The bill as it 
passed the House required the printing of the Thirteenth 
Census reports to be done in the Government Printing Office. 
Now, the Senate has amended the House provision in this re
spect, giving to the Director of the Census, subject to the ap
proval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the authority 
to contract for this printing· with outside concerns, if in his 
judgment it would expedite the printing, or if the printing was 
unsatisfactory for any reason, including the cos~ in the Gov
ernment Printing Office. 

In the consideration of the estimates of the legislative, execu
tive, and judicial appropriations bill this question of the cost 
of the printing of the next census was considered. The com
mittee at that time was informed by the Director of the 
Census that the Cuban census which we have taken Is now 
being printed-and one of the volumes I hold in my hand
by a private concern in the State of Vermont. 

This Cuban census report could not have been printed ·in the 
Government Printing Office for the reason that the law does not 
authorize any printing in the Government Printing Office unless 
it is done for the Government of the United States. It there
fore afforded the Director of the Census an opportunity to as
certain the difference between the cost of printing our next 
census in the Printing Office and the cost of doing that work 
with some outside company. And when before the committee 
in the Senate in the consideration of tliis bill the Director of the 
Census, in a letter addressed to a Senator on this subject, pointed 
out the advantage it would be to the Government of the United 
States if this discretion were vested in him by law, giving him 
the discretionary power of having this work done in the Gov
ernment Printing Office or having it done by outside printing 
companies. In this letter he says : 

JANUARY 8, 1909. 
DEAR SENATOR LoNG: In response to your letter, I am glad to define 

the attitude of the. Census Office toward the amendment of the Senate 
committee to the pending Thirteenth Census bill with reference to the 
printing (sec. 28). 

This question was raised before the committee purely as a business 
matter, and not in any antagonism or hostility to the Government Print
ing Office, with which official relations of the pleasantest character, based 
upon mutual aid, have always been maintained. · It was the purpose 
when this bill was originally framed a year ago to make exclusive use 
of the printing facilities of the government office. At the suggestion of 
the director, the section which authorized an independent census print
ing plant at the Eleventh and Twelfth censuses was omitted from the 
bill. The task of organizing and conducting a printing office ought not 
to be superimposed -cpon that of taking a decennial census. Moreover, 
in view of the satisfactory service of the Government Printing Office at 
the Twelfth Census, it did not seem to be r,ecessary. 

On the basis of the printing costs of that census, I estimated a 
year ago an expenditure of $800,000 for the printing of the Thirteenth 
census, $20,000 less than its cost at the Twelfth. This estimate was 
based upon the price for tabular matter then charged at the Government 
Printing Office, which was regarded as reasonably satisfactory. Shortly 
after the estimate was submitted to Congress, rapid and unforseen 
changes took place in the Printing Office. With the change in the 
Government Printer, the price schedules have also been changed, 
and the scale prevailing when the estimate was made was withdrawn 
without notice or explanation to the Census Office. The net advance 
in charges for tabular matter approximates 50 per cent; and, more
over, an opinion has been sought from the Comptroller of the Tt·easury, 
under which it is practically impossible to return to the former prices. 
The difference between the printing costs of the Thirteenth Ce!lsus, 
as estimated a year ago, and that which must actually be incurred 
under existing conditions is so great as to place the Director of the 
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Census in a most unfortunate position, and it becomes his duty to call 
the attention of Congress to the fact that those in charge of the next 
census can not justly be held responsible for this large increase In 
an expenditure over which they can exercise no control whatever. 

These were the circumstances under which there was suggested, for 
the consideration of the Census Committee, the alternative proposition 
which now appears in the bill. It was suggested in the belief that it 
will afford· a safe and businesslike method by which this particular 
item of expense can be held in check, and as preferable to the estab· 
llshment of an independent census-printing plant. It is wholly a busi
ness proposition, the responsibility for determining which must rest 
with Congress. 

If the provision should receive the approval of Congress, it should 
be properly safeguarded; and the determination of the question whether 
an exigency had arisen requiring resort to outside printing facilities 
might well be left to the Joint Committee on Printing of Congress, 
which has general jurisdiction over the government printing. 

In addition to the question of cost, there is also the very Important 
question of expedition. The pending bill requires that the Thirteenth 
Census shall be compiled and published within two years from the date 
of the enumeration. Here, again, the matter is entirely beyond the 
control of the director, unless some latitude is given. The copy for 
the current Census report upon the annual mortality statistics, almost 
entirely tabular matter, consisting of over 500 pages, was sent to the 
Public Printer more than one month ago, and the office is still awaiting 
the proofs for some of this report. It bas been explained, in response 
to frequent inquiry, that the Printing Office is much crowded with 
tabular matter, and that the Census Office must take its turn with the 
rest, and that delays, especially when Congress is in session, are in
evitable. If delays are to occur in handling the Thirteenth Census 
similar to those now encountered in the mortality report, and in other 
reports, it will be impossible to comply with the provision above quoted. 
requiring publication within two years. Necessarily the printing of 
the final volumes must be largely crowded into the last months of the 
last ye:1r of the census period, when Congress will be in session. 

It is to be hoped and expected that the Government Printing Office 
will be able to meet the requirements of the Thirteenth Census with 
such promptness and at such reasonable prices, that in the event of 
the adoption Of this amendment no occasion will al"ise for recourse to 
private printers. The likelihood for satisfactory service will be greatly 
Increased with the alternative provision in the law. It is certain that 
no one now in responsible position in the census would seek to take ad
vantage of the privilege, except in the event of actual necessity. It is 
well understood that the Government Printing Office is the best equipped 
office in the world, and that it can do work of a quality nowhere sur
passed On every ground of convenience and character of work the 
Census Office would prefer that its publications should carry the Gov-

er~~:n~~~-~~!~th Census will necessarlly cost a large sum of money. 
We would like to keep that cost within reasonable bounds by every 
proper precaution. Beyond that and bey<?nd the need for expedition we 
have no interest whatever in thi& proposition, . and desire only to place 
such facts in the possession of Congress as will enable It to reach an 
intelligent decision. 

Yery respectfully, 

MEllORANDUM. 

s. N. D. NORTH, 
Director. 

JANUARY 26, 1909. 
In a letter addressed to the chairman of the Committee on the Cen

sus of the Senate dated January 8, 1909, the Director of the Census 
stated that the net advance in charges for tabular printed matter ap
proximates 50 per cent. The explanation of this statement is as fol-

lo'bsu:ring the Twelfth Census the scale which had been in force for 
years in the Printing Offica, of 70 cents per hour or 70 cents per thou
sand ems, was applied to the Census O~ce. The tabular matter pro
duced by the Printing Office was set on time--that 1s, the men who set 
it were paid by the :qour-but when the Printing Office charge~ the 
census they measured It up with a type measure so t~at a census page 
area contained exactly 20,000 ems, doubl.e price, 6-pomt matter, which 
at 70 cents amounted to $14 a page uniformly for all census tabular 
matter As many of these pages take but little time to set, and few 
of them more than ten or twelve hours, it is obvious that even at 70 
cents an hour the regular price for time work, there was a great margin 
of what is lillown as ."fat," which probably approximated $50,000 of 
really improper charge, whic:q ~as. secured by t]?.e Printin~ Office by 
this method of charge.. The m)ustice of perf?rmll?g work m one way 
and charging for it m another way, resultmg m a h;ell;vy surp!us 
charge was emphatically stated several times to Mr. Stillmgs durmg 
his incumbency of the Public Printership. He admitted the injustice 
of it and made a careful investigation and found that the Printing 
Office was overcharging the census to the extent of at least $3 a page. 
Accordingly, toward the close of the fiscal year 1907, he r':duced the 

rice to $11 a page and gave the census a. rebate amo~ntm~ to ap
groximately $8 000 for that fiscal year. This rate remamed m force 
until Mr. Stillings's resignation. While it was in force the estimate to 
which the director refers was made up. 

Toward the clo e of Ir. Stillings' administration he .changed hi~ I!Ost 
accounting and established a new system, which readJusted and m ef
fect demoralized the scale charged to the various. depart~ents, so that 
none of them knew where they stood, most of the Items bemg advanced. 
When the chief clerk of the Census was placed in the Printing Office by 
the President, the clamor and agitation of the various dep~rtments over 
the question of cost, due to the fact that _all. of them were m doubt ~s to 
the sufficiency of their current appropnati~ns upon the new ~asts of 
charges compelled immediate temporary adJustment. Mr. Rossiter rec
ommended to ·the President a return to the early scale, upon which the 
estimat{'S then current were based. except in the case of the composi
tion which should be set at 80 cents per thousand, instead of 70. This 
recommendation was made, however, upon the explicit statement that the 
return should be but temporary, especially in the case of composition, 
merely to tid~ over the departments in their current !lPPropriations, the 
whole subject to receive careful and compl_c·te ath•ntu?n as. soon as ~he 
troubles in the Printing Office would permit the Pubhc Prmter to g1v~ 
it his attention. This recommendation was approved by the President; 
and the old scale, with a slight advance in composition, was temporarily 
in form. h al t i d" t 1 t k Upon the appointment of Mr. Leech, e mos mme Ia e Y oo up 
the question of the scale and made the 80-cent rate permanent, with 

minor adjustments of the other items in the scale-presswork, binding, 
etc.-which he declined to make public to the departments. 

This is the explanation of the director's statement of a 50 per cent 
Increase in tabular composition, since by the scale now in fot·ce the 
Census Office pays $16 a page for tabular composition as compared-with 
a rate of $11 a page granted the census by the previous Public Printer. 
The tabular pages required at the Twelfth Census were not less than 
8,000, consequently the difference in cost in this item alone, if the 
number of tabular pages were the same at the Thirteenth Census as at 
the Twelfth, would amount to $40,000. It must be remembered, bow
ever, that the Twelfth Census tabular matter was set entirely by hand. 
Since that time machines have been introduced in the Printing Office, 
which, if they have any value at all, should mean material reduction 
in cost, and the price of tabular matter, instead of advancing to $16, 
ought not to exceed 10 a page at most libei·al figure. 

It Is the opinion of some experts, and even of some persons connected 
with the Printing Office, that the cost of machine tabular composition 
contained in a census page should not exceed $8 a page. Probably any 
private contractor would be glad to produce the work at that price, 
and would make a good margin of profit. 

The cost of folding and binding of books in the Government Printing 
Office is in general from 50 to 100 per cent higher than the pric~ for 
similar work charged by private concerns. 

Attention is called to the fact that in making the rate of 80 cents 
permanent, Public Printer Leech submitted the question of the propriety 
of making special prices, uch as the $11 rate to the census, granted 
by Public Printer Stlllings, to the comptroller for consideration and 
decision. The comptroller ruled In effect that no special price could 
be made, but that the departments should be charged upon a uniform 
basis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. OLMSTED]. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

.Mr. TAWNEY. I ask for five minutes more. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman from Minne

sota five minutes additional time. 
Mr. TAWNEY. It is upon the ground, Mr. Speaker, of the 

decreased cost to the Government of the United States of print
ing the census, and also in the interest of greater expedition 
and more certainty as to the time when this work can be com
pleted, that the Director of the Census asks that this discretion 
be granted to him. I think Congress ought to give it, in view 
of the fact that the difference between the cost of printing the 
report of the Cuban census in the Government Printing Office 
and the cost of printing the same census report by a pri•ate 
corporation aggregates 55 per cent. It seems to me authority 
should be given the Director of the Census as proposed in the 
Senate amendment so that he may, if he can, save this amount 
to the Government. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Fifty-five per cent less? 
l\fr. TAWNEY. Fifty-five per cent les , on account of the 

work being done outside, than it would haYe cost if that work 
had been done in the Go•ernment Printing Office. I have a 
copy of a letter from the chief clerk of the Census Burea~, ad
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on the Census in the 
Senate, Senator LoNG, which is as follows: 

JANUARY 21, 1909. 

Hon. CHESTER I. LONG, 
United States Senate, Washingtott, D. 0. 

DEAR SENATOR LONG: The Washington Post of yesterday morning 
contained an attack upon the statements which I made before the Sen
ate Committee on the Census concerning the cost of the Cuban census 
report. The substance of this attack was that the report had cost 
about $20,000; that it had required the detail of two men from Wash
ington to Vermont for a considerable period, at an expense of $1,300; 
and that the whole operation was much more expensive than if the 
work had been performed in the Government Printing Office. 

The facts as testified to before your committee are not altered by the 
attack above mentioned. The accounts, which have been received since 
my testimony, vary a few dollars from the estimated cost of the report. 
All the bills for this report are now paid except for the binding, which 
is in progress In New York; hence the final cost can vary little, lf at 
all from the following figure : 

:, Twenty thousand copies, 710 page!!t 42 inserts (illustrations and 
maps) cover stamped in two colors, l;i1.l,752.57." 

Concerning the detail of two men to Vermont, it is a fact that two 
men were detailed to Vermont to read proof. The services of these two 
employees, paid by the Cuban Government, would have been absolutely 
necessary in Washillgton had the book been made even Inside of the 
Census Office. Therefore this item of clerical assistance is not included 
either in the cost of the work as produced by private contractors or in 
th{' estimated cost lf produced by the Govf!rnment Printing Office. It 
is a fact that the travelin~ expenses and the per diem allowance, 
amounting to approximately $500, might be regarded as an extra charge. 
There are also some extra freight charges, for which I have not received 
the bills, amounting perhaps to $100, a total to be added to the cost 
of perhaps $600. 

In my testimony before the committee I referred only to the Cuban 
census report. 'fhere is, in addition, an abstract of this census uow 
in pt·ocess of production. The composition and presswork upon _ this 
book are being produced by the Lyons Printing Company, of Lyons1 N y and the binding will be done by the J. l!'. Tapley Company, or 
New ·York City, who bound the report. As this volume Is in English, 
the proof reading simple, and the number of pages but 280, no detail 
was required to the producing office. The work Is proceeding rapidly 
and smoothly. 

The cost, according to the estimates made and approved by the 
('uban Government. wlll be $2,787.57 for an edition of 10,000 ~opies, 
consisting of 280 pages, 22 illustrations, with cloth binding, stamped 

· in brown ink from an original design. The cost of this book i! pro
duced in the Government Printing Office, according to the i.nformal 
estimates obtained, would be $4,904.27. 
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For these two publications the actual cost and the charge if pro-

duced in the Govet·nment l'rinting Office may be stated as follows : . 

Actual cost, 
private con

tractors. 

Ouoan Census Report ______________________________ .___ $11,752.57 

Cuban Census Abstract. ... --------------------------- 2,787.57 

Estimated 
cost, Gov
ernment 
Printing 

Office. 

$17,750.52 
4,9<».27 

1----------1---------
TotaL ____________________ . __________ _ -----. __ __ _ 14,540.14 2:!,654.79 

From this you will perceive that a total expenditure of $14,540.14 
to private contractors has produced work of an · entirely satisfactory, 
and, indeed, excellent character, which would have cost $22,654.79 if 
proJuced in the Gove1·nment Printing Office, an excess of 55 per cent. 

I respectfully refer you again to my statement made before the 
committee, that I was not conducting an attack, in any sense, 0::1 . the 
Oo'Vel'Dment I 'rinting Office, but that as the~;:e facts bad developed it 
sce;ncm to be the duty of the Census Office t:> call them to your atten
tion as a matte1· of proper administration. The Director of the Census 
has already expressed to you his views upon this subject, and his desire 
to avoid controversy in connection with the subject of census printing. 

Yery truly, yours, 
W. S. ROSSITE.R, Ohi,cf Olcrk. 

1\fr. KEIFER I would like to ask you a question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

expired. 
Ur. CRU.i\IPACKER. I yield five minutes more to the gentle

man from .Minnesota. -
Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman on my left. 
1\Ir. BARNHART. Do I UI!derstand the· gentleman to state 

that the expeuse at the Printing Office had increa ed 50 per 
cent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Cost; not expense. The cost of printing 
tabular work has been increased 50 per cent. 

.i\Ir. BA.Il~'HART. Since. when? 
Mr. TAWNEY. _Within the last six months. 
Mr. BARNHAUT. On what basis do they get that? 
1\Ir. TA. WNEY. Simply, when Mr. Leech carne into the Print

ing Oflice as Public Printer he advanced this cost, and u[> to 
this time the Committee on Appropriations have not been able 
to ascertain, as the Public Printer bas not been before the 
Committee, but heads of the several departments have been be
fore the committee asking for deficiency appropriations in their 
printing appropriations on account of this ad"ance in the cost 
of tabular work. and also in the cost of other printing. 

Mr. BARNHART. Why has not the Public Printer been 
called over? 

Mr. TA 'VNEY. The cost of the other printing has been in
creased 20 per cent. 

Mr. BARNHAR'.r. I am a printer, and I know there has not 
been such general increase in wages in this country during that 
time. 

Mr. TA W~""EY. The rate, or cost of printing, for the ·depart
ments is fixed arbih·arily by the Public Printer. The Secretary 
of the Interior, who had a deficiency estimate for public print
ing, stated to the committee that this advance was made by the 
Public Printer, and as a result of that advance their printing 
appropriation was insufficient to meet the requirements of the 
service for the remainder of the fiscal year. In the letter sent 
to Senator LoDGE by the Director of the Census he directly 
states that there was no explanation given of this increase in 
the cost. The matter of the cost of printing for the departments 
in the Government Printing Office is absolutely under the con
trol of the Public Printer. 

Mr. ·LIVIXGSTON. Will the gentleman permit me a moment'! 
.i\fr. T.A WNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. When the bill referred to by the gen

tleman [Mr. TAWNEY] came before the Appropriations Commit
tee, Mr. Leech had resigned and the present incumbent knew 
nothing about this increase nor the scale; . and your committee 
did not get it, and therefore can not answer the question of the 
gentleman on my right. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

1\Ir. TA Wl\"EY. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. KEIFER. I understand from the statement you have 

recently read, you have estimates of the cost of printing tabular 
statements such as issued by the Ceusus Bureau. Now, I want 
to know who made that estimate? 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. The Director of the Census made that esti
mate a year ago upon estimates made to him by the then 
Public Printer, 1\!r. Stillings. Since then the cost was increased 
by his successor to such an extent that it would require the ap
propriation of a great deal more money for the printing .of the 
census reports than the amount or iginally estimated. 

XLIII--97 

Let me call attention to the fact that this provision of the 
Senate does not take out of the Government. Printing Office the 
printing of the Thirteenth Census reports. It leaves it entirely 
within the discretion of the Director of the Census, subject to · 
the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor; and . 
if this provision is not inserted in this bill, he will be com
pelled to have the census reports printed at the Government 
Printing Office regardless of cost and regardless of time or any- 
thing else. 

Mr. BARNHART. You say this will leave it entirely to the . 
discretion of the Director of the Census? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
Collllllerce and Labor. 

1\Ir. BARNHART. Will he have the same power to increase 
the price for this work that the Public Printer has? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. It is to be done by competition. If it is 
lwdone by outside parties, it is after due competition. 

1\lr. DAWSON. About these comparative figures for the 
printing of the Cuban census, may I ask the gentleman wllether 
they are on the theory of completed work in the Government" 
Printing Office, or simply as the bid of a private concern; and _ 
that after the private concern has set up this Cuban census, it 
comes in with a Jarge additional charge for correction? 

Mr. TA W1\TElY. No, sir; it is not. The Cuban census is being 
printed by a private concern after the Director of the Census 
invited bids or proposals for-that printing. A contract was let · 
after competitive bids had be~n submitted, and it includes every 
item of expense, except the mere matter of proof reading, which 
the Census Office was required to do in any event. 

The only additional expense is the cost of the transportation 
of the two proof readers from 1Washington to the place where 
the work is being done, and that expense will not exceed $500. 

[The time of Mr. TAWNEY having expired, Mr. CRUMPACKER 
yielded to him five minutes more.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. .i\fr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if in the esti
mate of cost at the Government Printing Office any accotmt 
has been taken of the fact that rents are not paid? And is 
there any regard paid to the losses by depreciation of machinery? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The fact that the Government Printing Office 
pays no . rent or insurance or that there is depreciation in the 
plant as well as in the equipment is not considered in the 
estimate submitted by the Public Printer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it were, then the disparity of co tin ·the 
government establishment and in the private establishment · 
would be still greater. 

l\Ir. TAWNEY. Still greater. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Now I want to ask the gentleman if he 

does not know that the reason why this extraordinary cost 
in the Government Printing Office is necessary is because the 
Government Printing Office is run by a labor union estab
liRhrnent? 

1\fr. TAWNEY. Well, I do not know that the Government 
Printing Office is run by a labor union, but I believe from testi
mony that has been presented to the Committee on Appropria
tions with respect to app·ropria.tions for public printing that 
there are organizations that attempt to control arbitrarily the 
price paid for the services rendered to the Government in that . 
institution; and I want to say further that it is due to these de
mands, corning from whatever source they may, as I am in
formed, that the Public Printer, in order to do the work of the 
departments, was obliged to advance the cost of tabular print
ing 50 per cent, and also advance the cost of other printing 20 
per cent, as I am informed. 

.i\Ir. COX of Indiana. Supposing this Senate amendment is 
adopted, can the gentleman from Minnesota inform the House as 
to how much that would save the Government in the printing 
for the Thirteenth Census? 

lr. TAWNEY. The estimate originally submitted by the Di· 
rector of the Census, based upon the estimate of 1\fr. Stillings 
a year ago for the printing of the Thirteenth Census, was $ 00,- · 
000. Of course you can not determine with certainty the exact 
cost of printing the reports of our next census; but based upon 
the difference between the cost of printing the Cuban census in 
the Government Printing Office and the cost of doing that same 
work in a private printing office, being 55 per cent, the gentle
man can himself arrive at what the saving would be to the Gov
ernment to have this work done by a private concern, if it be
comes necessary, by reason of the cost, or for any other reason. 

I want to say, further, Mr. Speaker, that under normal condi
tions, we are now told by the Director of the Census, that the 
cost of printing will be nearer $1,000,000 than $800,000. because 
there will be so much more tabular worlr done, there are so · 
many more investigations covered by t he coming census than 
there have been in the past. 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand the gentleman from 
Minne ota to assert, or at least to intimate, that employees in 
the Government Printing Office are responsible for the exorbi
tant price demanded for the printing of the census, or for print
ing in the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not so state. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, that was the· intimation. 

Now, how could any employee of that office be benefited by this 
exorbitant price, they being paid, as- I understand it, under an 
appropriation which expressly provides what each shall receive? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, no; the appropriation for that entire 
service up to the present time is in a lump sum. We hope at 
this session of Congress to segregate the administrative force 
from that lump-sum appropriation and provide specifically for 
their compensation, but the operative force is paid entirely out 
of a large lump-sum appropriation. 

1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is not there an amount specifiect 
in the law somewhere which these peop~e shall be paid? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is entirely within the discretion of the 
Public Printer, under the law. His limitation is the amount of 
money appropriated for the service. 

1\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He can pay wages to employees 
at his discretion in any sum? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
Mr. LANDIS. I wish to say to the gentleman that the com

pensation per hour is fixed by law. 
lHr. TAWNEY. While the compensation fixed by law is by 

the hour, it does not control the compensation for piecework; 
that can be increased. 

Mr. LANDIS. I will ·say to the gentleman that there is no 
piecework done in connection with this work in the Government 
Printing Office. 

1\fr. TAWNEY. 1\fr. Speaker, I want to emphasize this fact: 
Members of the House need not be frightened on account of 
the Government Printing Office not having work enough to do 
during the time we are preparing and printing reports of· the 
next census. That office will have all the work it can do, and: 
every man now employed there will be employed there here
after whether this provision goes through or not. There is 
therefore no excuse for any man voting against this proposi
tion on the ground that labor organizations are in any way 
concerned. Because if this work goes to outside concerns, then 
the laboring men outside of the employment of the Government 
Printing Office will get the benefit of it, and the laboring men 
who are in the Government Printing Office will continue their 
employment at the higher rate of wages they are now receiving. 
It is purely a matter of practical business common sense. 

Here is a special service. This is not an annual service, but 
a special -service, involving the expenditure of large sums of 
money. By authorizing the Director of the Census to have 
this work done by an outside concern, if in his discretion it is 
wise to have it done thus, we will save to the Government of 
the United States ·half the amount otherwise ex.l)ended. I 
can not see why any Member of Congress should hesitate in 
giving this discretion to the Director. of the Census. The 
government interest is the only interest concerned. Labor in 
any event will get the benefit whether inside or outside the 
government service. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I feel it my duty now to 
explain to the House the attitude of the House conferees on 
this question. Amendment No. 24 was not discussed in confer
ence at all; no attempt was made to agree upon it because, in 
asking and obtaining unanimous consent from the House to 
disagree to the Senate amendment and put the bill into confer
ence I stated to the House that no agreement would be made 
upor{ amendment No. 24 or amendment No. 26, this one and the 
building proposition. The Senate conferees knew of the state
ment I had made, having read it in the REcoRD, and agreed that 
these two propositions could not be considered in conference. 

Therefore the House conferees, in their parliamentary atti
tude, I presume, are vaainst the Senate amendment; but per
haps only in their parliamentary attitude do they occupy that 
position. My position is absolutely neutral. I want the House 
to determine this question upon its merits. 

The Director of the Census asked the Senate to incorporate 
this provision in the bill. He did not ask for it when the bill 
was being prepared by the House Census Committe , becau~e the 
scale of prices the Census Office had from the Public Printer's 
office was entirely sn.tisfuctory; that for ten or twelve years the 
Census Office had obtained reasonable and satisfactory rates 
from the Printing Office ; that all the reports and, in fact, all 
the printing for the Twelfth Census, ex:cept what was done in 
the office itself and all of the special reports of the Bureau of 
C.ensus had b~en done by. the Public Printer at reasonable 
rates · and making his estimate for the cost of the Thirteenth 
Cens~s, the director estimated the cost of printing to be 

$800,000, based upon the rates theretofore given. After the 
House bill had been reported to the House and a couple of days 
had been devoted to its consideration, the then Public Printer 
increased the rates of tabular matter about 50 per cent, and 
the director said if he was required to pay the higher rates th~ 
expense for printing the reports of the ·Thirteenth Census would 
be $1,200,000 instead of $ 00,000. . 

Mr. BARNHART. I understood my colleague [Mr. LA.NDISl 
to say that these prices in the Printing Office are fixed by law. 
Then, by what authority was the expense in printing increased 
50 per cent? 

1\fr. CRUMPACKER.. The price that the Public Printer 
charges other departments is not fixed by law. He bases his 
charges upon such estimates as he makes, and may do it in an 
arbitrary way, and · the law does not provide any basis for the 
estimates. He did not consult the Director of the Census at all, 
but simply withdrew the former standing scale of prices and 
substituted another that increased tabular work 50 per cent. 

1\fr. BARNHART. Now, the report is current among the 
printers all over the country that the wages have been in
creased to printers who do tabular work so that they are ble 
to earn from $5 to $12 per day. I am trying to learn whether 
or not it is authorized by law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know; the law fixes the rate 
per hour, and if they baTe a piecework system in the Public 
Printing Office it may be changed. ·we do not charge that the 
Public Printer has been paying undue prices to the employees 
of tba t office. 

He may have fixed the price unduly high in order that his 
office may make some profit out of it, and thereby increase his 
appropriations, the annual fund for the benefit of the office. 
The attitude of the Director of the Census is this: Having 
made his estimate to Congress, based on his former scale of 
prices, he wants Congress to know the chanae in the situation, 

·and if Congress decides that he must still have the reports of 
the Thirteenth Census printed by the Public Printer without 
regard to the question of price, then let Congress take the 
responsibility, and when appropriations come in in the future 
of largely increased amounts for public printing, Congress will 
understand the rea:son for it. The Director of the Census has 
no personal interest to sene, and no official interest except to 
be placed in the right attitude before Congress. Mr. Donnelly, 
the present Public Printer, has recently submitted prices to the 
Director of the Census which the Director says are entirely 
reasonable and fair, and if that scale of prices continues be will 
not think of going outside of the Public Printer's office to have. 
a page of printing done; but these prices are subject to change 
at the arbitrary will or caprice, ·f you will, of the Public 
Printer, and the Census Office may be held up at any time in 
the future by a new scale of prices. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques· 
tion. Is it not a matter of fact that the foundation for this 
amendment, which was put in by the Senate, was the unsettled 
condition of affairs in the Public Printing Office by reason of 
the rapid changes in Public Printers? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; it was on acco~nt of the arbitrary, 
and the Director of the Census believes, unreasonable advance 
in the rate charged for printing tabular matter. That was the 
reason for it, and the object of incorporating this provision in 
the bill was to give the Director of the Census a sort of lever
age that he might use in order to secure a real?onable rate from 
the Public Printer's office. If Mr. Donnelly continues in the 
service, I have no doubt that the rates will be entirely reasonable, 
and I have no sort of doubt that every bit of printing will be 
done in the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will permit me, in the 
hearings before the Senate committee, Mr. Rossiter, in his testi
mony, stated as a reason for this amendment, "the troubles 
which had come on in such rapid succession in the Printing 
Office early last winter." Then he goes on to state that-

The director planned, as we approached the Thirteenth Census, to 
avoid asking for the independent office which had been allowed in the 
two pt·evious acts, and to continue to depend entirely upon the Govern
ment Printing Office for census printing and binding. This was be
cause, as suggested, the service had been excellent at the Twelfth Cen
sus, and also because the prices which were beina quoted at that time 
by a speclal arrangement with the then Public r•rinter, Mr. Stillings, 
were fairly reasonable. This was at the time we were preparing the 
first draft of tile bill. 

The CHAIIniAN. Of this bill? 
Mr. R osSITER. Yes, sir; of this bill, prior to the troubles which came 

on in such rapid succession. in the Printing Office early last winter. In 
consequence this bill has come to you placing the Census Office In a posi
tion having less control over its printing than it had at either ot. the 
two previous censuses. 

It seems to me that the testimony of Mr. Rossiter clearly in
dicates that the reason for this provision in the bill was the un
settled condition of affairs in the Printing Office, which, I as· 
sume, has now entirely passed away. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. How does the gentleman know that it has 

entirely passed a way? 
Mr. CRUMP ACKER. The rapid changes would not make any 

difference to the Director of the Census, even if they have a new 
Public Printer every week, provided he gets a reasonable price. 
It was the arbitrary increase in the rates-about 50 per cent
that inspired this amendment. 

Mr. LAl~GLEY. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I yield to the gen}leman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DAwsoN] 
suggests that the recent troubles in the Printing Office and the 
change of Public Printers was the source of this controversy 
about excessive rates for census printing. These excessive 
charges were made against the census printing fund long before 
the troubles arose to which the gentleman from Iowa refers. I 
recall one instance, something like two years ago, in which the 
Public Printer gave the Census Office a rebate amounting, ap
proximately, to $8,000, reimbursing the census printing fund for 
excessive charges against it in the fiscal year 1907. 

Gentlemen do not seem to understand the source of these ex
cessive charges to which reference has been made in this debate. 
It was not due to an increase in the rates paid the employees, 
but to the method of cost accounting in the Government Print
ing Office. 

The census tabular matter was set on a time basis-that is, 
the men who did the setting were paid by the hour-but the 
charge against the census printing fund was made at so much 
per thousand ems, which amounted to $14 a page, and they 
measured each page with a type measure and estimated it on 
that basis regardless of the number of hours it took to set 
each page, which, of course, varied according to the material. 
When the attention of the Public- Printer was called to this 
he allowed the rebate to which I have referred and reduced the 
price to $11 a page. This was changed again, however, later on, 
and a scale was adopted as a result of which the Census Office 
is now paying $16 a page for tabular matter instead of $11, 
which it was paying when the director made his estimate of 
$800,000 for the Thirteenth Census printing. 

They now have machines for the setting of tabular matter, 
and it is estimated that instead of costing $16 a page it should 

- not now exceed more than $10 a page, and some experts even 
estimate it as low as $8 a page. 

The Government Printing Office rates are undeniably much 
higher now for such work than is charged by private parties, 
and I think the Senate amendment ought to be adopted, even 
though the director does _not go outside 'for the printing, so 
that the alternative which the amendJi:lent gives him will 
enable him to get the work done expeditiously and at reasonable 
rates in the Government Printing Office, which he might· not 
be able to do if hf' had no alteJ.·nati>e. 

Mr. CRUMP ACKEU. Mr. Speaker, I shall retain the floor. 
I want to say that the law ought to requtre the Public Printer 
to print matter for other br:mches of the service here at actual 
cost, and then there would be some basis ror computation. It 
does not now, and it enables the Pub1ic Printer, if he sees fit, 
to add 10 or 20 or. even 50 per cent above actual cost, and 
have that much more money to spend in the administration of 
his bureau without tbat control and scrutiny which Congress 
puts upon appropriations that it makes directly. There is one 
of the vices in the business. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to add that in 
my capacity as a member of the Committee on the Census I 
took the trouble to inquire about this printing from the Public 
Printer, and he informs me that he will be in a position to do 
all of this work for the CP.usns as cheap as any first-class 
office in the country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In that case he will have the opportunity of 
doin~ it. 

l\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS]. 

1\fr. LANDIS. Mr. Sneaker, I shall not oppose this amend
mP.nt for the reason that I feel that, as the Census Committee 
has stated, the Directoi· of the Census should have a certain 
leewny in view of the experience he has recently had. The 
Public Printer has absolute jurisdiction iri fixing the scale of 
charges in the Government Printing Office. 

1\Ir. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield to a question right 
there? 

l\Ir. LANDIS. And that scale has been changed three times 
within the past eighteen months. 

The old scale which had been in operation fully fifteen years 
was changed when the audit system came in in November, 1907, 
in aceordance with their theories, and increased the apparent 
cost of the public printing to such an extent that the depart-

ments and independent bureaus protested and the President 
ordered an investigation. The result was a restoration of the 
old scale. In the meantime another Public Printer was ap
pointed. I would say that we ha>e bad during the past eighteen 
months three changes of scales and four Public Printers. A 
new Public Printer was appointed and came from the Philip
pines in June, and he brought a scale with him. I was notified 
at my home in Indiana about the 2Dth of June that he was going 
to put into effect in the Go>ernment Printing Office a new cale 
of charges which had been tried successfully in the Philip11ines. 
The office was just recovering from the confusion wrought by 
the audit-system scale. I immediately telegraphed him that I 
regarded the matter as one of such importance that I had re
ferred the papers to the secretary of the Printing In>estigation 
Commission, who had authority under resolution of the com
mission to represent them in such matters in the abEence of the 
commission from Washington, and that be would be in Wash
ington not later than July 1, the date that it was proposed to 
put the new scale into effect, to confer with him in this rna tter. 

The secretary of the commission arrived here on the 1st day 
of July and found that that scale, notwithstanding my tele
gram, had been put into effect the day before, and all the de
partments had been notified. The result was that the appro
priations and the allotments of the appropriations to the various 
departments had been made on one scale by Congress, based by 
Congress and the departments on one scale, and the charges 
against the departments were to be made on another scale. In 
other words, the putting into effect of this new scale absolutely 
destroyed the integrity of every appropriation and every allot
ment made. The effect upon the work of the Census Bureau 
was this: About eighteen months ago the Director of the Cen
sus was paying at the rate of $14 a page for tabular matter. 
He took the matter up with the Public Printer, and a rate of 
$11 per page was agreed upon as fair, and under that rate he 
was proceeding. When this new Public Printer came in he put 
into effect his new scale, which put the price per page to about 
$16, and the Director of the Census discussed this matter with 
me and stated these conditions, and I told him that, under the 
circumstances, in order that he might have something substan
tial from which and upon which to calculate, I should not op
pose the amendment which has come here from the Senate. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unallimous consent 
to print with my remarks certain letters-one from the Director 
of the Census to Senator LoNG, chairman on the Census in the 
Senate; a letter from the Public Printer; a letter from Mr. 
Rossiter bearing upon this question. 

1\fr. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman will--
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 

asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
for the purpose indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

JA....'\UARY 8, 1909. 
DEAR SENATOR LONG : In response to your letter I am glad to define 

the attitude of the Census Office toward the amendment of the Senate 
Committee to the pending Thirteenth Census bill with refet·ence to the 
printing (sec. 28). 

'!'his question was raised before the committee purely as a business 
matter, and not in any antagonism or hostility to the Government 
Printing Office, with which official relations of the pleasantest charac
ter, based upon mutual aid, have always been maintained. It was the 
purpose when this bill was originally framed a year ago to make ex
clusive use of the printing facilities of the government o1tice. At tne 
suggestion of the dtrector, the section which authorized an independent 
census printing plant at the Eleventh and Twelfth censuses was omitted 
from the bill. The task of organizing and conducting a printing office 
ought not to be superimposed upon that of taking a decennial census. 
Moreover, in view of the satisfactory service of the Government Printing 
Office at the Twelfth Census it did not seem to be necessary. 

On the basis of the printing costs of that census, I ·estimated a year 
ago an expenditure of $800,000 for the printing of the Thirteenth 
Census-$20,000 less thap. its cost at the Twelfth. This estim::~te was 
cased upon the price for tabular matt~r then ch1trge<1 at the Govern
ment Printing Office, which was regarded as reasonably satisfactory. 
Shortly after the estimate was submitted to Congress, rapid and un
foreseen changes took place in the printin~ office. With the change in 
the Government Printer, the price schedules have also been changed; 
and the scale prevailing when the estimate was made was withdt·awn 
without notice or explanation to the Census Office. The net ndvance 
in charges for tabular matter approximates 50 per cent; and more
over, an opinion has been sought from the Comptroller of the Treas
ury under which it is practically impossible to return to the former 
prices. The difference between the printing costs of the Thirteenth 
Census, as estimated a year ago, and that which must actually be in
curred under existing conditions, is so great as to place the Director of 
the Census in a most unfortunate position; and it became his duty to 
call the attention of Congress to the fact that those in charge of the 
next census can not justly be held responsible for this large increase in 
an expenditure over which they can exercise no control whatever. 

These were the circumstances under whicll there was suggested for the 
consideration of the Census Committee the ·alternative pt:oposition, 
which now appears in the bill. It was suggested in the belief that it 
wlll afl'ord a safe and businesslike method by which this vaeticular item 
of expense can be held in check, and as preferable to the establishment 
of an independent census printing plant. It is wholly a business propo
sition, the res.Ponsibillty for determining which must rest with Con~ress. 

If the provision should receive the approval of Congress, it should be 
properly safeguarded; and the determination of the question, whether 
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an exigency ha«'l arisen requiring resort to outside printing facUlties 
might well be left to the Joint Committee on Printing of Congress, 
which has general jurisdiction over the government printing. 

In addition to the question of cost, there is also the very important 
question of expedition. The pending bill requires that the Thirteenth 
Census shall be compiled and published within two years from the 
date o.f the enumeration. Here again- the matter is entirely beyond the 
conh·ol of the director, unless some latitude is given. The copy for the 
current census report upon the annual mortality statistics, almost 
entirely tabular matter, consisting of over 500 pages, was sent to the 
Public Printer more than one month agoi and the office is still awaiting 
the proofs for some of this report. t has been explained, in re
spon e to frequent inquiry, that the Printing Office is much crowded with 
tabular matter, and that the Census Office must take its turn with the 
rest, and that delays, especially when Congress is ln session, are in
evitable. If delays are to occur in handling the Thirteenth Census, 
similar to those now encountered i.n the mortality report, and in other 
reports, it will be impossible to comply with the provision above quoted, 
requiring publication within two years. Necessarily, the printing of 
the final volumes must be largely crowded into the last months of the 
last year of the census period, when Congress will be in session. 

It is to be hoped and expected that the Government Printing Office 
will be able to meet the requirements of the Thirteenth Census with 
such promptness and at such reasonable prices that in the event of the 
adoption of this amendment no occasion will arise for recourse to 
private printers. The likelihood for satisfactory service will be greatly 
Increased with the alternative provision in the law. It is certain that 
no one now in responsible position in the Census would seek to take ad
vantage of the privilege, ex:cept in the event of actual necessity. It is 
well understood that the Government Printing Office is the best equipped 
office in the world and that it can do work of a quality nowhere sur
passed. On every ground of convenience and character ef work the 
Census Office would prefer that its publications shall carry the govern
ment imprint. 

The Thirteenth Census will necessarlly cost a large sum of money. 
We wouid like to keep that cost within reasonable bounds by every 
proper precaution. Beyond that and beyond the n"Ced for expedition, we 
have no interest whatever in this proposition, and desire only to plac.e 
such facts in the possession of Congress as will enable it to reach an 
intelligent decision. 

Very respectfully, S. N. D. NORTH, 
Director. 

Hon. C. L LONG, 
United. States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

Hon. CHESTER I. LONG, 
United. States Senate/ Washington, D. a. 

JANUARY .21, 1909. 

DEAR SENATOR LONG : The Washington Post Of yesterday morning 
contained an attack upon the statements which I made before the Sen
ate Committee on the Census, concerning the cost of the Cuban census 
report. The substance of this attack was that the report had cost 
about $20,000; that it had required the detail of two men from Wash
Ington to Vermont for a considerable period, at an expense of $1,300, 
and that the whole operation was much more expensive than if the 
work had been performed in the Government Printing Office .. 

The facts, as testified to before your committee, are not altered by 
the attack above mentioned. The accounts which have been received 
since my testimony vary a few dollars from the estimated cost of the 
report. All the bills for this report are now paid, except for the bind
ing. which is in progress in New York; hence the final cost can vary 
little. if at all, from the following figure: 

" Twenty thousand copies, 710 pages, 42 inserts (illustrations and 
maps), cover stamped in 2 colors, :ji11,752.57." 

Concerning the detail of two men to Vermont, It iB a fact that two 
men were detailed to Vermont to read proof. The services of these 
two employees, paid by the Cuban Government, would have been abso
lutely necessary in Washington had the book been made even inside of 
the Census Office. Therefore, this item of clerical assistance is not 
included either in the cost of the work as produced by private co!l
tractors or in the estimated cost if produced by the Government Print
ing Office. It is a fact that the traveling expenses and the per diem 
allowance, amounting to approximately $500, might be regarded as an 
extt"a charge. There are also some extra freight charges, for which I 
have not received the bills, amounting, perhaps, to $100, a total to be 
added to the cost of perhaps 600. . 

In my testimony before the committee -I referred only to the Cuban 
cen us report. There is in addition an abstract of this census now in 
process of production. The composition and presswork upon this book 
are being produced by the Lyons Printing Company, of Lyons, N. Y., 
and the binding will be done by the J. F. Tapley Company, of New 
York City, who bound the report. As this volume is in English, the 
proof reading simple, and the number of pages but 280, no detail was 
required to the producing office. The work is proceeding rapidly and 

sm~~~1~ost according to the estimates made and approved by the 
Cuban Government, will be $2,787.57 for an edition of 10,000 copies, 
con i ting of 280 pages, 22 illustrations, with cloth binding, stamped 
1n brown ink from an original design. The cost of this book if pro
duced in the Government Printing Office, according to the informal 
estimates obtained, would be $4,904.27. 

For these two publications the actual cost and the charge if pro
duced in the Government Printing Office may be stated as follows: 

Actual cost, 
private con

traetc:tts. 

Estimated 
cost, Gov
ernment 
Printing 

Office. 

Ouban Census Report--------------------------------- $11,752.57 $17,750.52 
O'uban Census Abstract-------------------------------

1 
__ 2_,_7_Ff7_._5~7_ 1 ___ 4_,90_4_.2_7 

TotaL--------------------------------------_____ 14,540.14 22,654.79 

From this you will perceive that a total expenditure of $14,540.14 to 
private contractors has produced work of an entirely satisfactory and, 
indeed excellent character which would have cost $22,654.79 if pro
duced in the Government Printing Offi.ce, an excess of 55 per cent. 

I respectfully refer you again to my statement, made before the com
mittee, that I was not conducting an attack, in any sense, on the Gov
ernment Printing Office, but that as these facts had developed it seemed 
to be the duty of the Census Office to call them to your attention as a 
matter of proper administration. The Director of the Census has 
already expressed to you his views upon this subject and his desire to 
avoid controversy in connection with the subject of census printing. 

Very truly, yours, 
W. S. ROSSITER, ahief Olerk. 

OFFICE OD' THE PUBLIC PniNTER, 
Washington, Januat·y !?5, 1909. 

SIR : I have the honor to transmit for your consideration the follow
ing statement relative to the printing of the Thirteenth Census : 

The plant of the Government Printing Office includes 79 linotype 
(type-setting) machines, 162 monotype keyboards, and 124 monotype 
casting machines. The monotype machines are especially adapted to 
the work of setting tabular matter. The major portion of the composi
tion for the census reports consists of tabular matter. With this large 
plant of monotype machines I have no hesitancy in saying that the 
census work ean be handled promptly, satisfactorily, and economically 
from the standpoint of the Census Bureau as well as of the Government 
Printing Office. 

The regular work of the Government Is not of sufficient volume to 
require the use of the entire plant of monotype machines, and the 
Public Printer who purchased the equipment must necessarily have had 
in mind its utilization in producing the reports of the United States 
Census Bureau. A proper return to the Government from this invest. 
ment in machines can not be had unless the volume of tabular matter 
supplied to this office is greatly increased. 

The equipment of the binding and press room divisions is adequate 
to perform expeditiously, satisfactorily, and economically the reports 
of the Census Bureau in addition to the regular run of government 
work. 

A census report page contains 10,000 ems of tabular matter. The out
put of a monotype caster is about 4,800 ems per hour. We have equip
ment sufficient to turn out 128 pages per day in addition to the current 
work of the office. I confidently make the statement that the Govern 
ment Printing Office can perform the printing of the census reports 
more expeditiously than any other office, or combination of offices, in 
the United States.. 

If the Census Office will furnish its copy as relmlarly and edited in 
the same manner that it will be compelled to edit lf sent to contracting 
printers, the cost of the census work can be materially reduced below 
the standard price of 80 cents per thousand ems (single price). By 
proper editing of the copy proof changes can be avoided, the cost of 
proof reading minimized, and the quantity of killed matter greatly re
duced. The cost of producing the census work in this office depends 
upon the extent to which the Government Printing Office and the Census 
Bureau cooperate and work ln harmony. I assure you that I wil~ 
with my assistants, exert every possible efl'ort to bring about the much 
desired cooperative relation, and, when thls is accomplished, I am 
positive that the cost of composition will not exceed $12 per page of 
6-point tabular matter, and may possibly be brought below that amount. 

The Government Printing Office is now experiencing difficulty in se
curing the services of competent machine operators to perform the extra 
work o.f Congress. We can only retain the services of highly skilled 
mechanics by providing them with continuous employment. Men of 
this class will not leave permanent positions to accept temporary em
ployment in the Government Printing Office during the sessions of Con
gre s and unless the maximum volume of work possible be held by the 
Government to be performed in its own thoroughly equipped plant it 
will be impossible for the Public Printer to keep Intact a working force 
of skilled mechanics sufficient to properly handle the work of the 
so-called " rush season." 

In view of the :unple equipment o! the Government Printing Office, I 
certainly consider the establishment of any additional branch offices to 
be noneconomical. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
Respectfully, 

SAM'L B. DONNELLY, Publio Printer. 

Hon. E. D. CRUMPACKEB, 
ahainnan of the House Uommittee on Ocnsus, 

House of Rep1·esentatives, Washington_, D. a. 

Mr. LANDIS. I desire to say to the House in this connee
tion that we have in mind certain changes and certain regula
tions by which I feel w.e will be able to protect the Census 
Bureau and other departments of the Government and Congress 
against this recent change of scale. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me for 
one or two minutes? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how 
much time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
has sixteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask-
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes 

to the gentleman from Iowa. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is 

recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there has been almost an 

hour taken in this debate, and practically that hour has been 
taken by those in favor of the motion of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. It seems to me like in all fairness there should be 
an extension of the debate in order to get the facts before this 
House. I want to call attention, Mr. Speaker, to the fact that 
if this motion of the gentleman from Minnesota prevails it 
means to absolutely take from the Government Printing Office 
the printing of this census-absolutely. It is couched in gentle 
language, but its effect will be to take it from the Government 
Printing Office. Now, I want to say further to this House that 
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to my mind the comparison of cost is not a fair one for this 
reason, that no matter--

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have only five minutes. 
1\fr. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman that I must differ 

with his conclusions in regard to all of this work going away 
from the Government Printing Office. 

1\fr. HULL of Iowa. I think it is the intention and purpose 
to take it all away. Mr. Speaker,. those who are setting type, 
the typesetters-! do not know what the technical term would 
be-are paid by the thousand ems. 

1\fr. LANDIS. They are paid by the hour. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Their pay is fixed by the hour and not 

by the number of ems they set, according to the gentleman from 
Indiana, who speaks from full knowledge. Then the cost of 
any extra work is virtually what is paid for composition and 
white paper. 

For, Mr. Speaker, whether there is one bit of extra work 
going on there or not, the expense of the salaries for the Public 
Printer, his assistants, the foremen, the proof readers, the heat
ing plant and the lighting plant, and all the expenses of keeping 
up that great organization will go on just the same, whether 
they are busy all the time or not. 

Mr. LANDIS. Just as they do in the War Department and 
1n the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And every other department. This Gov
ernment Printing Office was organized to do work for the Gov
ernment. It is the greatest printing plant on earth. It is 
supported by government funds, it is paid out of the Treasury, 
and we have this great plant running there regardless of 
whether the work is pushing or not at all times. They may re
duce the number of compositors, they may dispose of some few 
proof readers, but they will not take off · one of the higher paid 
officers or employees. These are the fixed charges of the office 
and go on all the time. 

How about your census? The Government pays for the print
ing of the census out of the same Treasury that we pay for 
running the Government Printing Office. It looks to me more 
like a matter of bookkeeping than anything else-taking funds 
cut of one pocket and putting them in another pocket. When you 
come to the question of cost in the Government Printing Office, 
if you will deduct out of the cost of your printing these fixed 
charges that we are going to carry on regardless of the census 
work, you reduce the cost of the printing more than one-half. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him right there? That statement is on the assumption that 
part of the time the Government Printing Office will be idle, 
when, as a matter of fact, they have got more work now than 
they are able to do as promptly as the departments require it 
to be done. 

Mr. HULL o! Iowa. They may have work, and always will 
have work, but a large part of this census will be printed when 
Congress is not in session, when the largest part of their work 
has dropped off, and when it is not as imperative as when Con
gress is in session. It seems to me, if we are going to keep up 
the Government Printing Office for printing public documents 
and carrying on government work, the very place for this 
census and all other government work to be done is in the 
Government Printing Office, and, if the Public Printer raises 
the price beyond what it should be, the Committee on Printing 
should come in here with a bill that will limit him in his power, 
as I belie\e the gentleman from Indiana says they propose to 
do. N'o man should have the power that this Government Printer 
seems to have, as developed to-day. In place of taking the print
ing away from here, I would say that the way to remedy the 
evil is to correct his abuse of power by law that will make it 
impossible for him to do such arbitrary things in the future. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, r reserve the balance of 
my time. 

1\fr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
I understand the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. IlA.Y] is a mem
ber of the committee, but the time of the gentleman from In
diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] has been consumed by those in favor 
of the motion made by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY], and I understand the gentleman from Virginia is in 
fa\or of that motion. Now, when will those who are opposed 
to it be entitled to recognition or time? 

1\Ir. HAY. I will yield the gentleman some time if he 
wants it. 

I only want to say a few words, 1\Ir. Speaker. The feature 
of the amendment dealing with the expense has been fully 
gone into. I think it might be well to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the bill requires the Director of the 
Census to have the census reports printed within two years. 
That is obligatory upon the Director of the Census. Now, it 
appears from the communication received from him, addressed 

to Senator LoNG, chairman of the Committee on the Census in 
the Senate, it will be impossible to have this information 
printed in the time prescribed under the bill. Therefore that 
is all the more reason that the House should adopt the amend
ment proposed by the Senate, in order to give the Director of 
the Census an opportunity to make contracts on the outside, 
so that this work can be expeditiously gotten before the coun
try. If the publication of the work is to be deferred, it will be 
of little use to the country, and therefore the bill provides that 
it shall be given to the country within two years. '!.~ yC'u are 
not going to give the Director of the Census an opportunity to get 
the work before the country within the time prescribed in the 
bill, what will be the use in getting it befbre the country at all? 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman yield to a question on 
that point? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 
Mr. DAWSON. Would it expedite the publication of these 

volumes to have the work done a.t some point outside of Wash
ington, where it would be necessary to send all proofs to the 
Census Office for correction and have them returned to the 
private printing office? And I might add, for the information 
of the gentleman from Virginia, that I understand that the 
practice in the Census Office has been to . what we call in the 
printing office " butcher" proof more than in other depart
ments of the Government. I ask if that would facilitate the 
publication? 

Mr. HAY. I assume that the Director of the Census would 
ha\e this outside work done at places near enough so that he 
would be able to expedite the printing of the census. 

1\fr. DAWSON. If the gentleman will permit, in the case of 
the Cuban census they started in by sending the proofs to the 
Census Office, and they found that occasioned so much delay 
that the Census Office sent two men up to Vermont, at additional 
cost. That ought, it seems to me, to be taken into account in 
connection with this question of the cost of printing. 

l\lr. HAY. One of the purposes of this amendment is not 
only to reduce the expense. but to insure expedition in printing 
the Thirteenth Census. That obligation is placed by the law 
upon the shoulders of the Director of the Census. Now, it is 
not to be assumed that the Director of the Census is going to 
employ some firm in some remote part of the country which 
will impede the printing rather than e~pedite it. For that rea
son it is important, not only to the Director of the Census as 
an officer of the Government carrying out the law, but it is im
portant to the people of the country that this work shall be ex
peditiously done, that the Director of the Census ought to be 
given the leeway which is given in this Senate amendment. 

1\fr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman permit one more ques
tion? 

Mr. HAY. Oh. certainly. 
Mr. DAWSON. Is it not necessary under the terms of this 

amendment that this printing be let by competitive bids? 
1\lr. HAY. I do not so understand. · 

· Mr. TAWNEY. The language expressly provides that in the 
event he exercises the discretion to contract for outside printing, 
that it shall be done by competition. 

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes; the outside printing. 
Mr. DAWSON. Then he would have to let the printing to 

the lowest bidder whether he be at Spokane or any other re
mote place? 

Mr. HAY. I do not think so. 
Mr. DAWSON. In the case of the Cuban census it was let 

to a firm in Vermont. 
Mr. MANN. Your town might get the benefit of it. 
1\fr. GAINES of Tennessee. Can this be let in part to private 

contractors and part done by the Government? 
Mr. HAY. Unquestionably. I will say that it is not the pur

pose nor the intention of the Director of the Census to let this 
work out to outside bidders unless it is found impossible to have 
it expeditiously and cheaply done at the Go\ernment Printing 
Office. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it provided that it may be 
divided that way between the Government Printing Office and 
outside parties? 

Mr. HAY. Undoubtedly, he can have it done that way; some 
at the Government Printing Office and some outside. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How do they get at the facts? 
It seems it is an assumed fact that it costs 55 per cent more to 
do this work at the Government Printing Office than by out
siders. How do they get at that? 

Mr. HAY. I presume they arrive at it by information given 
to the Director of the Census by the Government Printing Office 
and from outside printing establishments. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have we any proof of that? 
Mr. HAY. We have; the whole matter was discussed by t'liJ.e 

gentleman from Minnesota. 
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1\fr. GAIJ\TES of Tennessee. I was not in the Hall at the time, 
but busy in conference. 

1\fr. HAY. Now, I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Five minutes. 
Mr. HAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 

York. 
1\Ir. FITZGERALD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I am opposed to the adop

tion of the Senate amendment. There is here a great Govern
ment Printing Office, which, in my judgment, should be utilized. 
While it is true that the office is fully occupied while Congress 
is in session, it will not be fully occupied when Congress is not 
in session. They have certain fixed charges-·-

1\Ir. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit -an interruption, 
to correct him? 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. They have certain fixed charges, which 
are paid or met regardless of whether the plant is utilized to its 
full capacity. 

l\fr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that during the 
hearings on the urgent deficiency bill a few days ago we were 
told by the Secretary of the Interior that work sent over to 
the Government Printing Office early in June was delayed until 
some time in July on account of the fact, as claimed by the 
Printing Office, that they were so busy that they did not have 
time to do the work. Congress was not in session at that time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Tl:iat may be; but the gentleman is mis
taken. During the period of congressional work and when de
partmental reports come in at one time it makes the rush; but 
that is the only time when the work in the office is overcrowded. 
The gentleman from Indiana, in my judgment, has pointed out 
the chief reasons for the inability to ascertain what it will cost 
to do the work at this office. No great establishment that has 
had its head changed four times in eighteen months can be con
ducted in an efficient manner. If there was some permanency in 
the tenure of the head of the office, if some man competent to 
conduct the office was selected to do it, the work then could be 
done in a proper and efficient manner. When the qualifications 
of the man selected to conduct the office are required to be those 
of a man equipped to conduct a great printing establishment, 
then the office will be run in a proper manner. I believe that 
the chief reason for this inefficiency in the Printing Qffice has 
been removed. 

l\fr. BARNHART. I want to ask a question for information. 
You say that the tenure of office ought to be longer. Would it 
not be better to have a law regulating the expenditures of that 
olfice first, so that he may not exercise his discretion and make 
the expenses what he chooses to make them in the manage
ment of the office? · 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. I do not know just what the gentleman 
has in mind. Of course, Congress can not pass a law fixing the 
price to be charged for various kinds of printing; but it should 
be possible to get a competent man, familiar with the conduct 
of a printing office, who would be able to have the work done at 
a .reasonable price. 

1\fr. LANDIS. I would ask the gentleman if he thinks it 
would be possible. in the State of New York to secure a compe
tent man to take charge of an industrial establishment involv
ing an expenditure of $7,000,000 annually, for $5,500 a year? 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. There seems to be no dearth of com
petitors, either in New York or in other parts of the United 
States, willing to do that. The President had no difficulty in 
getting four men whom he believed to be competent, and surely 
he would not select a man whom he did not believe to be fully 
equipped. So there can be no particular difficulty. The fact is, in 
my judgment, that the office has been run very badly. It should 
be possible to get a man to conduct it properly for that salary, 
because if he does so it will give him such a reputation that 
he can easily command in the commercial world a much larger 
compensation. I believe that if the gentleman who has been 
appointed be now given a fair opportunity, it will be possible 
for him to conduct this establishment in a way that will be 
satisfactory. 

Under the pending amendment it is possible to have the 
printing done by contract, regardless of price, with no require
ment that it be done by the lowest responsible bidder, and with
out an invitation to all printing houses to compete, or any 
requirement which will enable them to do so. 

1\lr. HAY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(1\Ir. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. l\lr. Speaker, there have been some \ery re
markable statements made on the floor of this House to-day. 
In the interest of the Government, in the interest of economy, 
we have established a great printing office in this city. It has 
co5't many hundreds of thousands of dollars. I do not know 
how many millions, in fact, it has cost the Government. It 

ought to be the most complete printing establishment in the 
·world. It ought to be able to execute work in the best possible 
manner and upon the cheapest possible scale. Yet we are told 
that, without taking into account rents, deterioration of plant, 
insurance, or any expense of that kind, it is more expensive by 
55 per cent to the Government to do work in that establishment 
than to have it done in the private establishments of · the 
country. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is some reason for that. 
What is it? A number of gentlemen have talked about possible 
reasons. Is it not true that the reason of this excessive cost is 
because that establishment is run in the interest of a labor 
union in this city; that it is dominated by that labor union, and 
that these excessive expenses are the result of the power and 
influence of that union over the management of that institution? 
Mr. Speaker, there are gentlemen who forget that union labor 
in the United States does not represent labor in the United 
States. There are perhaps 2,000,000 men who insist upon the 
closed shop, who insist that no man shall work in the United 
States who does not pay allegiance to them, who does not bear 
their certificate, who does not pay taxes to their treasury; and 
yet there are twenty-four other millions of Americans who labor 
by their hands whom these gentlemen do not seem to be at all 
solicitous about. 

.Mr. Speaker, I have all my life been in full sympathy with 
those who labor. I am a mechanic. I have been a worker 
all my life. lUy sympathies are with those who toil. This 
sentiment has directed my political life. I am a Republican 
because I believe in free labor. I am a Republican because in 
my early days I believed that labor should own itself and capi
tal should not own labor. I am a Republican because I believed 
that it was the duty of the United States, by every method 
possible, to enlarge the labor field of the United States, to make 
more and more and more places in which its laborers should find 
a field for the exercise of their energies at proper compensation. 
I have been a Republican because I believed in p1;otecting the 
labor of my own country rather than bringing large emolument 
to the labor of other countries. 

But I am not in favor of allowing a class an opportunity 
to dominate over the interests of others. These gentlemen, who 
are the apologists of this procedure, that would take $400,000 
in a single job out of the Treasury of the United States 
forget that if this proposition prevailed, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Minnesota, the labor will yet be performed, 
and performed by American citizens. We do not diminish the 
amount of work that is to be done. We do not take work out 
of the hands of any American citizen, but we simply say that it 
shall be in the interest of 24,000,000 laborers rather than in the 
interest of two millions that propose to ostracize the other 
twenty-four 'millions. I am in favor of this proposition. I 
believe that we ought to so arrange that this work may be done 
in the government establishment if it can be done in the interest 
of the whole American people; but if it is to cost two or three 
or four hundred thousand dollars more to be done there, I 
prefer that it should go to another class of laborers, who are 
not seeking to control the interest of the Government in this 
important particu]P''. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like one of the 
gentlemen to yield me five minutes now. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes remain

ing. 
Mr. CRUl\fPACKER. I will yield five minutes to the gen

tleman from Iowa. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I want to protest against 

my colleague stating my position on this bill. I have had 
nothing to say about union labor, or any other labor. The ques
tion of union or antiunion is not involved. I think that ques
tion has been dragged in here at this time where it does not 
belong, for this reason the Government Printing Office is not 
a closed shop. It is a civil-service organization, and any 
man that passes the examination, whether he belongs to union 
labor or not, has a right to an appointment, and he will get it 
if he wins it. 

That was settled in a controversy in the recent past. So that 
my colleague, when he seeks to attribute to his colleagues from 
Iowa unworthy motives in their position on this matter, has 
not a single leg to stand on, except his own imagination. 

This whole question ought to be determined outside of the 
question of union labor. That question has nothing to do with 
it. My position on this proposition is this: This Government 
keeps up a great printing establishment, the greatest on earth, 
fully equipped for all kinds of work, and at all times. Every 
printer and every man competent for a place in the United 
States, no matter where he may live, no matter what bis color 
may be, no matter what organization he belongs to, has a right 
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to take that examination, and, if he meets all the requirements, 
a certificate from the Civil Service Commission and an appoint
ment in the Public Printing Office. 

It is h·ue that they try to divide them among the Sl:ltes, 
giving a certain proportion to each State, so that if one State 
has .its full number of employees, that State is checked off 
until the one behind has caught up with it. 

Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, my proposition is this: As I said, we keep 
up the greatest printing office on earth, fully equipped, where 
it does business for ourselves and for the Government only. 
'rhe Treasury pays both for the printing of the census and for 
the maintenan~ of the Public Printing Office. Your foreman, 
your superintendent, your proof readers, your Public Printer 
and his three assistants are all paid whether they do this work 
or do not do it. The additional cost of printing this work is 
possibly a few more proof readers and compositors, and the 
white paper. So I do not believe that this apparent saving 
will be a real saving when the balance is struck at the Treasury. 

Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, I w.ant to say this much in explanation of 
what seems to me to be an uncalled for assault by my colleague 
upon the position of those who do not believe that the motion of 
the gentleman from Minnesota should prevail; and I reiterate 
what I said before, that I hope the Honse will vote it down, so 
that we will stand by the House proposition and have the work 
done in the Government Printing Office, where it properly be-
longs. . 

1\Ir. HAY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty-two m!nutes. 
!\fr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to 

me for a moment? 
Mr. HAY. I will yield to the gentleman from Iow.a three 

minutes. 
l\Ir. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that the gentle

man from Iowa [Mi.·. HULL] should have felt that he was 
aggrieved by anything that I had said. Will he point out any 
sentiments of mine that were an assault upon him? 

1\Ir. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman said that his colleagues 
from Iowa were influenced in this by the fact that it was a 
labor union, and that we were mulcting the Treasury of $400,000 
on account of a labor union. 

1\Ir. HEPBURN. I said this, I think, Mr. Speaker, th.at my 
friend was speah.'ing in the interest of these 2,000,000 men ; and 
on the side of the proposition that would result in mulcting 
the Government in this sum. That was the statement that I 
made. I am not prepared to change it. lli. Speaker, I want to 
call the gentleman's attention to this fact, that the telegrams 
that have been coming here to Members, that the lobbyists that 
have been here against this proposition, come from and belong 
to the labor union that I have referred to. 

1\Ir. HULL of Iowa. I want to say right there, that I have 
had no telegram or lobbyist come to me. 

1\fr. HEPBURN. Very well, then, I am not talking about the 
gentleman. [Laughter.] "The jade, she doth protest too 
much." Mr. Speaker, I want to say, further, that practically 
the Government Printing Office is a closed shop, that 95 per cent 
of its membership are union men, and that they freeze out the 
man who is not a union man, or they compel him to join the 
union. I have had men complain to me that a union man would 
not even give them " sorts "-a term that my printer friend yon
der will understand the meaning of-tllat they would not tell 
a newcomer as to methods, of even whether a matter should be 
set as a "hanging indention" or otherwise, that they freeze 
them out, and that seems to be establi.shed by the proof; and 
they have dominated, and do dominate, the Government Print
ing Office in this city. 

Mr. HAY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska (1\lr. HITCHCOCK]. 

Mr. DA. WSON. 1\fr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
l\fr. DA. WSON. 1\fost of the time of the House during the 

last hour and a half has been consumed by those in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from :Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 
I would like to ask whether it is the gentleman from Virginia 
[1\Ir. HAY] or the gentleman from Indiana [1\fr. CRUMPACKER] , 
who is in charge of the time in opposition of the motion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. HAY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I will st.'lte that I am just now yield
ing fi•e minutes to a gentleman who wants to oppose the motion 
of the gentleman from Minnesota, and I will yield some time 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DAwsoN] if he desires it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair considers the par
liamentary inquiry ans'\vered. 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. 1\Ir. Speaker, I am opposed to this amend
ment because it has not been shown that any substantial saving 
to the Government can be made by putting out this particular 
public printing in private shops. Even those gentlemen who 

advocate the adoption of this amendment do so with the decla
ration that it is only proposed to use the amendment as a club 
over the Public Printer to compel him to adjust the charge for 
printing to satisfy the head of the Census Bureau. Mr. Speaker, 
it seems to me that this is a "tempest in a teapot." The prices 
paid by the Public Printer for labor, which so outrages the feel
ings of the gentleman from Iowa [1\Ir. HEPBURN], are substan
tially the same prices as are paid for printing and to printers 
by the newspapers in the large cities of the counh·y. 1\foreover, 
those are prices fixed by law and can not be reduced at the 
behest of the Director of the Census even if the Public Printer 
were disposed to do so. Then, too, 1\fr. Speaker, the increase in 
the charge made by the Public Printer against the various de
partments, as represented here on the floor to-day, is not an 
actual increase to the Government, but simply means the taking 
of money out from one governmental pocket and putting it into 
another governmental pocket. It is nothing but an increase in 
the estimate made by the Public Printer himself of what his 
bureau should be paid by other government offices. 

1\fr. TA \VNEY. How does the gentleman reconcile that state
ment with the fact that the appropriations made for the pub
lic printing' are insufficient, under the changed scale of costs, of 
doing that work? 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. I will tell the gentleman one reason why 
this charge for public printing has increased and why the 
charges against the various departments have increased. It is 
because there has been a great increase in the cost of paper used 
by the Public Printer. 

1\Ir. TA. WNEY. That is not the ground, however, upon which 
the Public Printer bases an increase of 55 per cent in the cost 
of this work to the departments. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The charge against various departments 
made by the Public Printer is nothing but an estimate. Change 
your Public Printer and you change your estimate. The gentle
man has admitted himself that one Public Printer increased the 
estimate 50 per cent; but that in~rease, while it counted against 
one particular department or all deiJartments, counted as much 
in favor of the Public Printer, so that the Government lost 
nothing; taxes were not increased. expenditures were not in
creased. There was simply a change in bookkeeping. What 
was added to the cost of printing in the various departments · 
was deducted from the deficit in the office of the Public Printer. 

1\fr. TAWNEY. If the appropriations must be increased I 
would like to know if the expenditures are not necessarily in
creased to the extent that the appropriations are increased for 
this service? 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. The appropriations are inCl'eased for 
everything, but what is added in the ·various departments fm· 
printing appears in the Public Printer's office as increased earn
ings. One reason why appropriations are increased in this 
particular case is because the price of paper has been advanced . 
on an average of about 25 per cent; at least that is the adv-ance 
to private consumers. 

1\fr. 1\IAl\TN. Will the gentl€man yield for a question? 
1\lr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 
1\lr. 1\IA.NN. Is the g-entleman able to say how much differ

ence there has been in the cost of paper to the Government dur
in the last eighteen or twenty months? 

1\Ir. IDTCHCOCK. I am not able to state. I sent for the report 
of the Public Printer just now, but only have the report for 1906. 
In that year about $5,000,000 were expended by the Public 
Printer. Of this amount about $4,000,000 was for labor of all 
grades, about one million was for paper and supplies. The 
paper item was over half a million dollars. The big item in 
many cases is the charge for paper, and that is particularly true 
of the census reports, which have to be published in great quan
tities. I notice, for instance, on one page of the report for 
tabular printing the labor item is $151,000 and the paper item 
is $208,000. 

1\Ir. TA. WNEY. What department of the Government Print
ing Office was that from which the gentleman has just read? 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. I am not able to state, but it is under 
the head of charge for tabular statements. Xow, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to refer for a moment to the speech made by the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], who takes this occasion to 
make an assault on union labor ·as though union labor were re
sponsible for an the e::\.1:ra•agances of the "Go...-erument or for 
the extravagances in the office of the Public Print~!'. 1\Ir. 
Speaker--

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Nebraska has expired. 

1\Ir. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield th:ree minutes more to the 
g-entleman from Nebraska, and I will take this occasion to state 
that I have already promised all the time that I have. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
is recognized for three minutes. 
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l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa 
can not set back the clock of progress. Union labor has come, 
and come to stay. While union labor may have been ghilty of 
some mistakes, and undoubtedly has been ; guilty of some 
wrongs, and undoubtedly has been; union labor has brought a 
benefit to the working classes of this country immeasurably be
yond and above all detriment that it has brou"'ht in its wake. 
[Applause.] Union labor has established itself wherever civili
zation has been established, and in establishing itself has raised 
the condition of those who labor and their standard of living. 
It has been in this country, .Mr. Speaker, the only salvation of 
the working classes in facing the tremendous increase in the 
cost of living brought upon them by the tariff, the trusts, and 
other conditions which it has had to confront. [Applause.] Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me undoubtedly out of place for a Member 
to make an attack on union labor in a discussion which involves 
simply the question of whether the Government Printer shall be 
allowed to do this work or whether it shall be done outside. If 
the Government Printer, a creature of the Government, a crea
ture of Congress, an appointee of the President, does not do his 
work in the proper way, let him be controlled. If his estimates 
do not conform to reason or if his policy does not satisfy other 
departments, let the administration regulate him. It is an err~r 
to assert that the Public Printer's office is a closed shop. It IS 
open to all tile world and to any man taking and passing the 
examination, and the compensation of the printers is fixed not 
by the men themselves, not by the union, but by law. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important ques
tiou; not so much because it is an attempt to break down the 
Government Printing Office in this particular case, but because 
it would become a precedent for every head of a bureau to come 
to Congress and ask permission to go out and advertise for con
tracts and to secure contracts, as some one stated here, which. 
would be subject to his direction and not to that of the Gov
ernment Printer. But if I were in favor of so radical a step 
as this I would be opposed to this amendment. 1\fr. Speaker, 
no such loose provision has ever been undertaken to be en
grafted upon our statute books as this would be. It is given · 
to the Director of the Census to determine whether he will have 
the printing done if it is not sufficiently promptly done in his 
judgment. Also, if he is not satisfied with the manner of doing 
it· also if he is not satisfied with the quality of the work done; 
ar{d also if he is not satisfied with the price, with which he has 
little to do. Now, with those four things all in his discretion, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, he is permitted under this provision to go out and 
let a contract to whomsoever he pleases. It says he may let 
a contract for printing and binding " after due competition." 
What is due competition? Just such as in his discretion he 
might choose to exercise, and nothing more. No advertising 
or estimates is required to be made, nor is there to be com
petition with the Government Printing Office. The director 
might let a contract at any price, however high, under this pro
vision. The bill does not require the contract to even be to 
the lowest bidder. 
· If these were days of graft there would be a chance for it 
here. Gentlemen advocate it because they want the Director of 
the Census to have, or he wants to have, the right to control 
the printing establishment which ·does the census printing. 
Now, this would be a most extraordinary thing in legislation in 
the States of this Union. In our own legislation, when we pro
pose to let contracts for work, we provide for advertisement and 
for the. letting of the contract to the lowest bidder. Here there 
is no such provision in the amendment. It is drawn so loosely 
that the Director of the Census might let the contract as and to 
whom he pleases. Does anybody dispute it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 
l\Ir. KEIFER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], 

who will make his motion to agree to this provision, says he dis
putes it, but the language of this warrants all I have said 
about it. 

Now we have had estimates of the cost of printing that are 
meani~gless. That has been fully explained. We have nothing 
here that indicates to my mind that there is any necessity for 
even a proper provision to go into competition with the printers 
all over the country. There were some estimates made here 
some time ago by somebody who was ill prepared to make them, 
based upon old methods and cast-off printing machinery, and 
so on, that were very extravagant. Now, when we have the 
greatest printing office in the world in its equipment, all sorts 
of presses in duplication, all sorts of methods and machinery 
for binding, and all that, we fl.re to be told that the Director of 
the Census has the right, if he does not like the quality of the 

work, the promptness of the work, or the price that is being 
charged in this great office for doing printing gene~ally, to go 
out and let it to whomsoever he pleases, and at any price he 
pleases. [Cries of "Vote!"] 

1\fr. HAY. l\fr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentlemap 
from Indiana [Mr. Cox] . 

1\Ir. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of this 
committee, and I rise for the purpose of recording myself in 
favor of the motion made by the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. TAWNEY], and therefore in favor of the amendment as 
proposed by the Senate. This discussion has taken a very wide 
latitude. I do not care a farthing whether or rlbt the Govern
ment Printing Office is run and operated by a labor union. I 
do not know anything about that proposition as to whether or 
not it is organized, controlled, and dominated by labor organiza
tions, as I said a moment ago, nor do I care one iota whether 
that is true of whether it is ·not true. 

I quite agree with everything said by the gentleman from 
Nebraska about organized labor. 

But we are dealing with a proposition here that every man, 
woman, and child in the United States has an interest in. I 
call your attention to the second section of this bill, which pro
vides for the taking of the decennial census of the United States, 
and it provides that the publication shall be prepared, printed, 
and distributed in the first three years of the taking of the 
census. Now, to my mind, the evidence is clear to the effect 
that circumstances and conditions may arise in the Government 
Printing Office during the ueccnnial census period whereby the -
seco'fld section of this bill could not possibly be complied with. 
Shall the 87,000,000 of people in the United States who are 
interested directly in the taking of the Thirteenth Census be 
held absolutely at the mercy, as it were, of the Government 
Printing Office in the event it can not get these reports out in 
the time as provided for by section 2 of this bill? To my mind 
this further fact •has. been established, that it would be to the 
interest of economy to adopt this proposed Senate amendment. 

The statement has been made, and it has not been denied, that 
we have had four different Public Printers in eighteen months' 
time. It is conceded, therefore, either directly or indirectly, 
that something has been wrong in the way of the management 
of the Government Printing Office. Suppose that condition oc
curs during the taking of the decennial census, or the first three 
years of its existence, or to the extent that the Government can 
not get out these publications, what would be the condition? 

In response to the argument made by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER], it can certainly be presumed that if this matter is 
submitted to competitive bids the Director of the Census and 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor will at least do their 
duty, and if the Government desires to come in and Submit com
petitive bids along with private concerns, ·that, at least, it will 
give the Government of the United States the opportunity to 
come in and submit its competitive bid. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that 
that is exactly prohibited by the clause we are now talking 
about? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Then, in response to that, while I ha\e 
not yet observed or had the opportunity to observe any contract 
made by the Government of the United States for the furnishing 
of its supplies, yet I imagine that under the law the Govern
ment has the right to accept or to reject any bid which it may 
have tendered to it or offered to it. This amendment does not 
propose to take the printing relating to the decennial censua 
period away from the Government during this period. It only 
provides to aid the Government to get this printing done in 
the case of emergency ; should the emergency not arise, the 
Go\ernment will not undertake to take the option of printing 
away from the Government, but will permit it to be done by tho 
Government. 

Mr. KEIFER. Speaking about contracts let under special 
contract. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. DAWSON]. 

1\Ir. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem to me the 
question of unionism has any place in this debate. The main 
question for this House to decide in regard to the printing of 
the Thirteenth Census is the question, first, as to price, and 
second, the promptness in delivery. The gentleman from In
diana [Mr. Cox] has just called attention to the fact ana argued 
upon what the situation would be if the Government Print:i,ng 
Office could not get these volumes out within the required time. 
Why, that would be wholly within the control of Congress. 
Congress controls the Government Printing Office. We could 
easily make a provision to care for any contingency that might 
arise if the work was done down at the Government Printing 
Office. But if it were being done in a private plant, we would 
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be entirely helpless in the premises upon the question of prompt-
ness of delivery. · 

Mr. Speaker, I desire io call attention to the fact that if this 
work is let out to private contractors, it must be let under the 
provision that is now proposed, to the lowest bidder. That does 
not take into account the proximity of the bidder to the city of 
Washington. If the work is to be done distant fro~ the city 
of Washington, as the Cuban census has been done, then we 
must submit to the almost interminable delays of sending the 
proof here to the city of Washington and then returning it to 
the place where the work is being done. 

1\fr. T.A. WNEY. They would have to send a proof reader to 
the place. 

Mr. D.A. WSON. If we did that, then we increase the cost of 
printing, because we not only have to pay the salaries of the 
proof readers, but their expenses while absent from Washing
ton. I want to add, Mr. Speaker, that census tables are some
what different from ordinary printing. Census tables, after they 
have been set up and the proofs have been sent to the Census 
Bureau, have been known to be completely reshaped, and 
new tables in those cases have had to be set up in the Govern
ment Printing Office. 

If that is t.o be done in the Thirteenth Census, and no doubt it 
will be, I wantt to say to the gentlemen who expect to promote 
economy by this provision that, in my judgment, in the long run 
they will be payjng an additional amount for the publication 
of the census by reason of the additional expense made on 
account of changes made in the tables and corrections in proofs. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. D.A. WSON. . Certainly. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. In taking into consideration competi

tive bids, does not the gentleman believe that the Government 
before it enters into a contract will take all these things into 
consideration, such as distance from the capital and everything 
the gentlemU!} has referred to? 

Mr. D.A. WSON. On the question of economy, I do not think 
that is worth a cent if you are going to take proximity into 
account--

1\Ir. COX of Indiana. Have not they the right to reject any 
and all bids? 

1\ir. D.A. WSON. On the question of economy it has been said 
that the Cuban census was printed at a much lower figure by 
a private concern than it could have been done by the Govern
ment Printing Office. I am reliably informed that the Cuban 
censu~. instead of costing the Cuban Government the amount of 
the original bid, eleven or twelve thousand dollars, actually cost 
between eighteen and twenty thousand by reason of the changes, 
and so forth, which the private party was enabled to make. 

Mr. T.A. WNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the gentleman-
Mr. D.A. WSON. I can not yield now. 
Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). Ought to give the source of his 

information in order that we may compare it with that given. 
Mr. DAWSON. The gentleman has had half an hour's time. 
Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. DAWSON. Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, thei·e is one other point 

this House ought to take into consideration in connection with 
this matter, and that is the question of the possibility of reprint
ing some of these volumes. We all know that in times to come 
there may be occasions when Congress will want a reprint of 
some of these volumes. Supposing they are printed by a pri
vate concern, will the Government have control of the plates? 
No. If we reprint the volume we must then send it to the 
Government Printing Office and go to the additional expense of 
setting it up and incur the same cost as it would have been 
originally. These, · it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, are some of 
the considerations that ought to be taken into account in con
nection with this amendment. [Cries of "Vote!"] 

Mr. CRU:l\lPACKER. l\lr. Speaker, I want a vote on this 
question. I will yield to the gentleman from Minnesota four 
minutes, and after that I will ask for the previous question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. l\lr. Speaker, among the various arguments 
that have been made against concurring in the Senate amend
ment the one made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hur.L] 
seems to have impressed the Members of the House, perhaps, 
more than any other, namely, that it is necessary for us to per
mit the work of printing the reports of the next census to be 
done in the Government Printing Office, so that the men there 
employed shall be kept at work. In reply, I want to say that 
this census work is special, or work not contemplated in con
nection with the regular work of the Government Printing 
Office. Whether the census reports are printed there or not, 
the employees of that institution will all be employed and re
ceive their usual compensation. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that if 
this amendment is not adopted and does not become a part of 
this law, the Government of the United States, in respect to 

printing the next census reports, will be in a position that it 
has not been in at any time in the past. For the purpose of 
meeting conditions that might arise, either as to delay or in
crease in the cost of printing the census reports, the laws under 
which the last two previous censuses were taken provided for a 
printing establishment in the Census Bureau itself. There is 
no provision of that kind in this law. Hitherto the Census 
Bureau was authorized to establish and maintain an independ
ent printing office in the Census Bureau for the purpose of do
ing certain of the printing the bureau required. 

Mr. Fl'l'ZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Does not the gentleman know that they only had six pressmen 
there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am making my statement from the testi
mony of 1\fr. Rossiter, the chief clerk of the Census Office. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the provision as enacted. 

1\Ir. MANN. That was the law. They could have had it. 
l\Ir. Speaker, I want to state further that this is merely a 

precautionary measure, so that the Census Bureau will not be 
at the mercy of conditions over which it has no control when 
it comes to print the census reports within the time fixed by 
law. Take, for example, the situation that has obtained in the 
Government Printing Office during the last year, when the scale 
of prices has changed one month from another month; when 
it has been absolutely impossible to know how much govern
ment printing was going to cost when orders for printing were 
given, because there was no certainty that the scale of prices 
would not be changed by some new Public Printer. Now, this is 
merely as a precaution, to protect the Government against con
ditions over which the Census Bureau has absolutely no con
trol. If this provision goes in, it does not mean that the census 
is going to be printed in a private establishment, unless con
ditions arise making it absolutely necessary to do so; and it 
being proposed merely as a precaution, I think the House ought 
by all means to concur, for if the scale of prices charged by 
the Government Printing Office is that which was estimated for 
not long ago, then the cost of printing the census will be at least 
four or five hundred thousand dollars in excess of what it 
could be done for by some private establishments. I hope 
therefore the motion to recede and concur will prevail. 

l\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques
tion on all the motions pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore ( Ur. OLMSTED). The gentleman 
from Indiana moves the previous question on all motions pend
ing. 

l\fr. BUTLER. There is only one amendment pending. 
Mr. CRUMP ACKER. One amendment, but there are two 

motions. 
Mr. BUTLER. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Does this include more than one amendment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only the twenty-fourth amend-

ment. 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask that the motion be divided. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is .upon the m·o

tion of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] that the 
House do recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
24 and concur therein. Now, the gentleman from . New York 
demands a division of that question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. l\fr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Is_ 
the motion to recede and concur divisible? 

The · SPEAKER pre tempore. Under the rulings, the Chair 
thinks it is divisible. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we recede, then what do we do? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the first 

branch of the motion, which is that the House do recede from 
its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 24. 

Mr. HAY. .A. parliamentary inquiry. Do we not first vote 
upon the motion to concur, which brings the two Houses to
gether? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We must first recede from the 
disagreement to the Senate amendment before we can concur. 
The question, therefore, is upon the motion that the House do 
recede from its disagreement-to Senate amendment 24. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Division! 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 77, noes 59. 
Mr. · FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I as!;;: for the. yeas and 

nays. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\fr. TAWNEY. Will the Chair please restate the question 

that the House is asked to vote upon? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is u~~n the 

motion that the House do recede from its disagreement to Sen-
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ate amendment 24. Upon that question the yeas and nays are 
ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 128, nays 116, 
answered "present" 6, not voting 136, as follows : 

Alexander, Mo. 
Ames 
Barclay 
BaPtlett, Ga. 
Bede 
Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N.Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Bower·s 
Boyd 
Brantley 
Br·oussard 
Brownlow 
Bm·ke 
Burleson 
Candle.
Capron 
Carlin 
Cassel 
Clark, Fla. 
Conner 
Cook, Pa. 
Cooper, Pa .. 
Cou ins 
Cox, Ind. 
Craig 
Dong las 
Driscoll 
Durey 
Dwight 
Edwards, Ky. 

Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Allen 
AnsberTy 
Ashbrook 
Barchfeld 
Barnhart 
Bartholdt 
Bates 
Beale, Pa. 
Beall, Tex. 
Bii·dsall 
Booher· 
Burleigh 
Butler 
Caldwell 
Campbell 
Cary 
Chapman 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockran 
Cook, Colo. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crawford 
Crumpacker 
Davenport 
Davis 
Dawson 

Clayton 
Foster, Vt. 

YEAS-128. 
Ellerbe Humphreys, Miss. Parsons 
Ellis, Mo. J"ames, Ollie M. Perkins 
Estopinal J"ones, Va. Pujo 
Fas ett Knapp Reeder . 
Flood Knopf Reid 
Floyd Ktistermann Roberts 
Gaines, Tenn. Landis Robinson 
Gardner, Mass. Langley Rucker 
Gardner, Mich. Livingston Russell, Mo. 
Garner Loudenslager Sherley 
Garrett Lovering Slayden 
Gillett McCreary Slemp 
Glass McKinley, Ill. Smith, Cal. 
Graff McMorran mith, Iowa 
Gronna Macon Southwick 
Hackney Madden Sperry 
Hamlin Madison Stevens, Minn. 
Hammond Malby Sturgiss 
Hangen Mann Swasey 
Hay Marshall Tawney 
Helm Miller Taylor, Ala. 
Henry, Conn. Mondell Til'l"ell 
Hepburn Moon, Pa. Volstead 
Higgins Moore, Pa. Vreeland 
Hinshaw Moore, Tex. Wallace 
Hob on Morse Wanger 
Holliday Mudd Washburn 
Howard Nye Watson 
Howland Olmsted Webb 
Hubbard, W. Va. Overstreet Wiley 
Hull, Tenn. Padgett Woodyard 
Humphrey, Wash. Page Young 

NAYS-116. 
De Armond 
Denver 
Dixon 
Edwards, Ga. 
Ellis, Oreg. 
Englebright 
E ch 
Ferris 
Fitzgerald 
Focht 
Fornes 
Foster, Ill. 
Fo ter, Ind. 
French 

g~~~p~e 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Greene 
Gregg 
Griggs 
Hamilton, Iowa 
Harding 
Hardwick 
Hardy 
Harrison 
If ayes 
Henry, Tex. 
Hitchcock 

ANSWERED 
J"enkins 
;r ohnson, S. C. 

Hubbard,,}owa 
Hu~bes . .N. J. 
Hull, Iowa 
Johnson, Ky. 
Kahn 
Keifer 
Keliher 
Kennedy, I owa 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kimball 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Know land 
L aw 
Lindbergh 
Lindsay 
Lloyd 
Longworth 
Loud 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McHenry 
McKinney 
McLachlan, Cal. 
Martin 
Mouser 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Norris 

" PRESENT "-6. 
Rhinock 

NOT VOTING-136. 

- Parker 
Peane 
:Peters 
Prince 
Rainey 
RandeU, Tex. 
Rauch 
Rodenberg 
Ryan 
Sa bath 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sims 
Smith, Mo. 
Smith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sullo way 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thistlewood 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tou Velie 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Willett 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wood 

Sherman 

Acheson Draper lluff Patterson 
Alexander, N. Y. Fairchild Hughes, W. Va. Payne 
Andrus Favrot J"ackson Pollard 
Anthony Finley ;r ames, Addison D. Porter 
Bannon Foelker J"ones, Wash. Pou 
Bartlett, Nev. Fordney Kipp Pratt 
Bon~·nge Foss La!ean Pray 
Bout~ll Foulkrod Lamar, Fla. Ransdell, La. 
Bradley Fowler Lamar, Mo. Reynolds 
Brodhead Fuller Lamb Richardson 
Bmndid"'e Fulton Laning Riordan 
Burgess Gaines, W. Va. Lassiter Rothermel 
Burnett Gardner, N. J". · Lawrence Russell, Tex. 
Burton, Del. Gllhams Leake Saunders 
Burton, Ohio Gill Lee Scott 
Byrd Goebel Legare Sherwood 
Calder Goldfogle Lenahan Small 
CaJderhead Graham Lever Smith, Mich. 

m"ter Grange1· Lewis Snapp 
Caulfield Guernsey Lorimer Sparkman 
Chaney Hackett Lowden Spight 
Cocks, N. Y. Baggott McCall Stafford 
Cole Hale McGuire Steenerson 
Cooper, Tex. Hall McKinlay, Cal. Sulzer 
Condrey Hamill McLain Thomas, Ohio 
Cravens Hamilton, Mich. McLaughlin, Mich.Townsend 
Currier Haskins McMillan Waldo 
Cushman Hawley Maynard Weeks 
Dalzell Heflin Moon, Tenn. Weems 
Darragh Hill, Conn. Murdock Weisse 
Davidson Hill, Iiss. Ncedhrun Wheeler 
Dawes Houston Nicholls Williams 
Denby Howell, N. J". O'Connell Wil on, Pa. 
Diekema Howell, Utah Olcott Wolt 

So the motion to recede was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
l!..,or the ses ion : 
l\lr. SHE.RMAN with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 
Until further notice : 
Mr. WHEELER with Mr. WoLF. 
Mr. WEEMS with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. WEEKS with Mr. SPIGHT. 
Mr. TOWNSEND with 1\Ir. SULZER. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
1\!r. SCOTT with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. PORTER with Mr. SAUNDERS. 
1\Ir. POLLABD with Mr. SHERWOOD. 
Mr. PAYNE with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. l\IcMILLAN with 1\Ir. ROTHERMEL. 
Mr. McKINLAY of California with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
1\Ir. LoWDEN with :Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
l\Ir. LoRIMER with 1\Ir. PATTERSON. 
Mr. HuGHES of West Virginia with Mr. O'CoNNELL. 
Mr. HUFF with 1\Ir. MAYNARD. 
1\Ir. HoWELL of Utah with 1\Ir. 1\IcLAIN. 
1\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan with 1\Ir. LEWIS. 
Mr. HAGGOTT with Mr. LEVER. 
Mr. GUERNSEY with Mr. LENAHAN. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. LEE. 
Mr. GOEBEL with Mr. LASSITER. 
1\Ir. GAINES of West Virginia with Mr. LAMB. 
1\Ir. FULLER with Mr. JoHNSON of South Carolina. 
Mr. FOULKBOD with 1\Ir. HEFLIN. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD with 1\Ir. HAMILL. 
1\Ir. DE BY with Mr. HACKETT. 
1\Ir. DAWES with Mr. GoLDFOGLE. 
Mr. DAVIDSON with l\fr. GILL. 
1\Ir. DALZELL with Mr. FULTON. 
1\Ir. CusHMAN with Mr. CooPER of Texas. 
Mr. COLE with Mr. CLAYTON. 
1\Ir. CoCKS of New York with Mr. CARTER. 
l\1r. CALDER with 1\Ir. BYim. 
1\Ir. BURTON of Delaware with Mr. BURNETT. 
1\fr. BOUTELL with Mr. BRODHEAD. 
1\Ir. BANNON with 1\Ir. BARTLEI'T of Nevada. 
1\Ir. OLCOTT with Mr. RmNOCK. 
Mr. HOWELL of New J ersey with 1\Ir . . KIPP. 
1\Ir. ALEXANDER of New York with 1\Ir. B URGESS. 
1\fr. DIEKEMA with 1\Ir. FAVROT. 
1\Ir. CALDERITEA.D with Mr. LEGARE. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut with Mr. GRANGER. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. HILL of Mississippi. 
1\Ir. FoELKER with Mr. R ussELL of Texas. 
1\Ii·. JoNES of Washington with Mr. MooN of Tennessee. 
Mr. COUDBEY with 1\Ir. PRATT. . 
Mr. ADDISON D. JA.MES with Mr. HousToN. 
1\lr. L...o\.WRENCE with 1\lr. LAMAR of Florida. 
Mr. BRADLEY with M r. LAMAR of Missouri. 
Mr. WALDO with Mr. WILBoN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DRAPER with Mr. NICHOLLS. 
1\Ir. REYNOLDS with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. FosTER of Vermont with 1\fr. Pou. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan with Mr. CRAVENS. 
The result of the vote was announced as abo•e recorded. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 

amendment to the pending Senate amendment, which I ·cmd to 
1,the desk and ask to have read. 

Mr. HAY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
previous question is ordered o~ both motions, to recede and 
concur. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But this is not on either motion. I 
offer that amendment to the pending Senate amendment. 

Mr. HAY. But the previous question was ordered on both 
motions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The previous question was oruered on 
the pending motion. One was the motion to insist and the 
other was the motion to recede and concur. The House bnviug 
now receded, the amendment is before the House, and to that 
I offer this amendment. 

1\fr. HAY. l\Iy recollection is that the gentleman from In
diana asked the previous question on both motions--on all 
motions-and the previous question was ordered. The motlons 
before the House are the motions of the gentleman from Min
nesota. to recede and concur. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; but this is a preferential motion. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 

amendment reported for the information of the House pending 
its consideration by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done only by unani
mous consent. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I think the motion t o amend is not in 
order. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule upon the 
point of order, if it is insisted upon. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be reported for the information of the House. 

Mr. HA.Y. I insist on my point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being in

sisted upon, the Chair will rule. The Chair understands that 
the previous question was demanded and ordered upon all pend
ing motions. That being the case, the question now before the 
House · for consideration appears to have been squarely ruled 
upon by the present Speaker of the House on the 2d of March, 
1907, when it was decided that the previous question being de
manded and ordered on a motion to concur in a Senate amend
ment, a motion to amend is not in order. The Chair therefore 
sustains the point of order. The question now is on the motion 
to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 1\fr. 
FITzGERALD) there were--ayes 97, noes 65. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
demands the yeas and nays. All in favor .of taking the yeas and 
nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] 
Thirty gentlemen standing; not a sufficient number, and the 

Mr. SHEPPARD. For what purpose was this option ob
tained? 

Mr. CJ;l.Ul\IP ACKER. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to hear the 
question of the gentleman from Texas. · 

Mr. SHEPPARD. When was the option acquired, and for 
what purpose was it acquired? 

Mr. CRUl\IPACKER. The option was acquired when we first 
rented the property. The property belongs to some heirs, I 
understand the Emery estate, and the trustee of that estate 
put up the building and rented the property to the Government, 
and my recollection is that the annual rental is $21,000, and by 
the contract it was provided that the Government should ha-ve 
the right to buy the property at a price of $3.31 a square foot, 
including the building. That option expired a year ago. We 
secured a renewal of the option, and that extension was for 
one year. 

Mr. SIMS. How much is it per square foot? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Three dollars and thirty-one cents. 
Mr. SIMS. When the option expired, we took a renewal at 

the same price? -
Mr. CRUMPACKER. They renewed it at the same price. 
Mr. SiMS. For another year? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. For another year. 
Mr. SIMS. Which proves conclusively that the property is 

not going up. yeas and nays are refused. 
So the motion to concur in 

agreed to. 
Senate amendment No. 24 was Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I do not know that that proves 

that it is not going up. They made a contract and renewed it, 
and we ha-ve the option, and it is estimated that, taking the 

The Clerk will now report Sen- building into consideration, the price of the land is $2.10 a The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ate amendment No. 26. 

The Clerk read as follows: square foot. 
1\fr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman how that 

SEc. 33. That the Director of the Census, under the supervision of compares with the price of property in the same locality dis
the Secr·etary of Commerce and Labor, be, and be is hereby authorized f tl ? 
and directed to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, for posed o recen . Y · 
the use of the Census Office, and for other governmental purposes. the 1\fr. CRUMPACKER. It is considerably cheaper. There has 
site and buildings thereon, containing about 118,000 square feet of been a piece of property sold in that immediate vicinity at a 

_ ground, and constituting the southern 350 feet, more or less, of square considerably higher price. This property is not in the hands of No. 574, in Washington, D. C., bounded on the north by a public alley. 
on the south by B street, on the east by First street, and on the west a real-estate agent, but it is being handled altogether by the 
by Second street NW.: Provided, 'l'hat not more than $430,000 shall be trustees. Complaint has been made in relation to its altitude. 
paicl for the property herein referred to. · h" h th th 1 I f th t ffi b "ld" That the said Director of the Census, under the supervision of the The ground lS 1g er ~n e . eye o. e (!OS. -o ce Ul mg 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, is instructed to cause to be erected on or the District of Columbia admllllstration bmldmg. 
such portion of the si.te as is not n?w occupied by buildings .. a com- It is a fairly convenient place, and it will result in a great 
modious and substantial building wrth fireproof vaults. heatmg and . G t · th dm" · t. t' f th Th" 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use of the savmg to the . overm;nen ill ~ a llliS ra 10n o e .lr-
Census Office, and for other governmental purposes, the cost of su(~h I teenth Census ill havmg the entire census force together, ill
building not to exceed $250,900. A sum ~f mone~ sufi!cHmt to pay for stead of having it scattered about all over the city. To have it 
the property and the erection of the sard bulldmg .rs hereby appro- . h •k d •t ·11 t t d 1 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwrse appropriated: so scattered w1ll delay t e wor an 1 Wl cos a grea ea 
Prov ided, That no part of the said appropriation shall be expended to send unfinished work from one locality to another or from 
un~il a "'valid title to the property referred to shall be vested in the one room to another and it would require a great many addi-
Umted ~tates. tional messengers, b.ut the expense in additional rent and serv-

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, for .the purpose of get- ice will be comparati-vely small as compared with the expense 
ting the sense of the House on this amendment, I mo-ve that the occasioned by the delay that will necessarily result from that 
Hou e recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment policy. 
and concur therein. The amendment provides for the purchase 1\Ir. SIMS. Will it be possible to put up such a building as 
by the Government of the property now occupied by the per- the Government ought to put up there and have it ready for 
manent Census Office, including the land and buildings ana use by the time we will take this census? 
certain other property adjacent thereto on the north, one, I Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman, I suppose, has in mind 
think, a vacant lot and the other a lot upon which there is a the appropriation limiting the cost of the building to $250,000. 
building now occupied by the Southern Railway as a sort of The building can be constructed and all ready before we need 
subsidiary office. The Government has an option on this prop- the clerks, and I sincerely believe we can save almost the entire 
erty at the price of $3.31 a square foot, including the buildings. purchase price of this property in rent and in other ways dur
The Senate amendment also provides an appropriation of ing the three-year period covered by the decennial census. 
$250,000 for the construction of a building upon the vacant 1\Ir. SIMS. If the Government does not rent this building, 
propBrty included in the proposition to purchase, a building. then who would; who would have any use· for it except the 
large enough to accommodate the entire temporary census Government? 
force. The present office is altogether inadequate. The build- Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, for that matter it might be 
ing, I understand, was constructed for the use of the Govern- sold, but if we could get the census force in the present build
ment in housing the clerks and offices for the last census, but ing we would not be buying additional property. The present 
it became necessary to rent three or four other places scattered census office will accommodate about one-half of the clerical 
about over the city to accommodate many of the clerks and di· force that will be in the office during the decennial census 
visions in the office. It was found to embarrass the administra- period, and we would have to look about over the city to find 
tion of the work, to add very materially to the cost of the work, accommodations here and there, wherever we could-a dozen in 
and it is the judgment of the Director of the Census, who one place and fifty or a hundred in another-and it would simply 
knows perhaps more about the particular question than anybody scatter the force all over the city, and the gentleman from 
else, that we can save in rents and in cost of administration Tennessee ought to appreciate the embarrassment that it 
during the three years of the next decennial census period sub: would occasion . and the additional expense it would in-volve. 
stantially enough to pay for the property. · For $250,000 we can put up a building that is entirely ade-

The location is within the scope of territory that the park quate, entirely sufficient to accommodate the force of the tern
commission has recommended to be purchased and owned by the porary census office, and have them together. I think it is a 
Federal Government. Some criticism has been made of the Ioca- good bargain. 
tion in regard to its altitude. It is largely filled ground. At Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
one time that locality, like the great city of Chicago, was from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] a question on this amendment. 
marshy. I am not clear as to whether it is the purpose under this ameud-

1\Ir. SHEPPARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? ment to construct a permanent building for the use of the 
When does the option on ·this expire? permanent Census Bureau of the Department of Commerce and 

l\fr. CRUMPACKER. On the 1st of July next. Labor or whether it is the purpose merely to construct a tem-
Mr. MADDEN. How many square feet of ground is there? porary building to be used in connection with the housing of 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not have that in my head. clerks employed in taking the D.e:x:t census. 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. The purpose is to construct a $250,000 ten years, was two hundred and sixty-two thousand and some 
building, to be used in accommodating the additional force odd dollars. The annual rental of the building now occupied 
during each decennial census period, or possibly the permanent is $21,000. 
force might move into it. I do not know. I am not informed. 1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. I do not know how much we paid ten 
We have got to have the room; we have got to get it from years ago. I do not know what buildings we had rented. I 
some source; and we want to have the accommodations so that know we had a number, and we have been renting this property 
we can have the entire force together. from that time to this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, this amendment, if agreed to, involves Mr. LANGLEY. l\Ir. Speaker--
the expenditure of $680,000, including the site? Mr. COX of Indiana. One more question, and that is whether 

Mr. CRU:L\:!PACKER. Yes. or not the Government is getting this building any cheaper, so 
Mr. TAWNEY. Or a little more. We have a permanent far as rent is concerned, than during the time of the taking of 

Census Bureau in a rented building. I have no objection to the the census by General :Merriam? 
construction of a building of sufficient size and capacity to ac- Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand the rental is just the 
commodate the permanent part of this organization; but I ques- same. 
tion the feasibility or advisability of our providing or authoriz- Mr. COX of Indiana. How much is the rental? 
ing the construction of a building during the time of taking the Mr. CRUMP ACKER. Twenty-one thousand dollars a year, 
census, when a temporary force must be employed, for the pur- the gentleman fr.om Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY] informs me. 
pose of also housing the permanent organization. Does not the Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
gentleman think it would be better to provide temporarily for the que.stion? 
force of employees necessary to take the next census, and after Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 
that is over and we know how much space will be required for Mr. ROBERTS. I want to ask the gentleman if this contem-
the permanent organization, provide a suitable building for that plates the purchase of any new property not now occupied by 
permanent organization? this building? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not, if by the carrying out of this Mr. LANGLEY. A part of the Emery estate, adjoining a 
contract we will save substantially enough to buy the property; vacant lot, containing about 10,500 square feet. 
because, when we get through, we will have as much money as Mr. LANDIS. There is quite a strip of land to the west, 
we would otherwise have, and the property in the bargain. which is now vacant, contemplated in this purchase. 
Does the gentleman understand that sort of a business propo- Mr. ROBERTS. The building in which the Census Bureau is 
sition? now located is a brick building, is it not? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know what contract the gentleman 1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 
refers to. Mr. ROBERTS. Two story? 

Mr. ORUMP.ACKER. The option we have. Mr. CRU.UPACKER. Yes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I was unfortunately absent when the gentle- Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman inform the House what 

man stated what the option is. is contemplated in the $250,000 addition to this building? Will 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The option is $3.31 a foot, including the architecture still be brick, and can these walls be used to 

the improvements-the building. We must house the clerks, run .up a higher building? 
and it is good business and good administration to have them Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand a ne,w building will be 
together, because their work is interdependent, and the gentle- erected, three or four stories high. 
man well knows that all this work is emergent. It has got to be Mr. ROBERTS. Will they utilize any of the present building 
done with dispatch, without delay, in order that it may be com- in that construction or raise it from the ground? 
pleted in time, and completed economically, and we can save Mr. CRUMPACKER. It will occupy the vacant property 
nearly if not the entire amount of the purchase by buying this included in the purchase. 
property, putting up this building-·- Mr. ROBERTS. The present property is to remain intact? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the event that we do not take up the op- Mr. CRUMPACKER. A new building is to be constructed on 
tion, are we to be thrown out of the building? the west side of the present building. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not necessarily thrown out. The pres- Mr. ROBERTS. On land not now occupied? 
ent building has sufficient capacity to accommodate only about Mr. CRUI\'IP ACKER. On land not now occupied. 
one-half of the force during the temporary period. During the Mr. ROBERTS. A further question that may have some 
last census the gentleman knows we had a lot of clerks up in relation to it. What relation will the permanent buildings in 
the Union Building, and I do not know where all-scattered all this location have to the plan for the beautification of Wash
over town. Where will we go this time? The question of hous- ington, according to a plan which was reported by a commis
ing the bureaus and the divisions in the administration of the sion some years ago, which involved having all the building~ 
Government is a serious problem. This property, if we do not on the Mall and on the south side of the Avenue? 
buy it now, may ultimately be worth eight or ten dollars a Mr. CRUMPACKER. This row of buildings is included 
square foot. within the park scheme for the Government to purchase and 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman think it would be good own for different purposes. That is substantially all I know 
business management for us to provide a building of sufficient about it. 
size to accommodate all the employees engaged here in Wash- Mr. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
ington in the taking of the census every ten years? cost price was $3.10 per square foot? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I believe that the building we have in Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 
mind will be sufficient to accommodate all of the clerks at the Mr. KEIFER. Then, why do you put the sum to be appropri-
next decennial period, and perhaps at the decennial period fol- ated and to be paid for this 118,000 square feet of ground at 
lowing that; but in the meantime, if the Government sees fit to $430,000? . 
make some othe· disposition of it after the decennial period is Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. I have not figured it 
over, put another bureau or division, or two or three of them, out. 
in the new building, or use it for s!orage purposes, it may do so; Mr. KEIFER. If that sum was paid, it would be substantially 
but the strong argument is that we will save substantially the $3.64 a square foot-more than $3.63 per square foot. 
cost of this property in rents and in securing more efficient ad- ·Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have not examined the mathematics 
ministration, and have it practically free. of the Senate. I have here a statement made by Mr. Rossiter, 

I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. the Acting Director of the Census, in the absence of Mr. North, 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I do not know if I understood my covering this whole question, which I want to insert in the 

colleague when he stated a moment ago as to how long the RECORD. I would like to have it read for the information of the 
Government had its present option on this property. House. It contains succinctly and clearly the reasons why this 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand until the 1st of next July. property ought to be purchased . 
.Mr. COX of Indiana. When did that option begin? When Mr. KEIFER. I am dealing with the price now, and that is 

was the contract made between the owner of the property and what I wanted to find out. 
the Government? Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know. 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. I think it was originally made about Mr. KEIFER. If I make no mistake, you have put the price 
ten years ago, and expired about a year ago and was renewed which you propose to give at substantially $3.64 a square foot; 
for one additional year. but if we can get it at $3.10 a square foot, we ought not to pay 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman inform the House more. 
how much rent the Government paid for the taking of the Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Eleventh Census under General Merriam? Mr. CRUMP ACKER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. LANGLEY. The total amount of rentals paid for all the Mr. MADDEN. The bill provides for an expense of $430,000 
buildings, including the building now occupied, during the past . ~or the purchase of 118,000 square feet of ground. The gentle-
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man states that the option price is $3.1.0 per square foot. As I 
figure it, that is $363,800. What becomes of the difference be-. 
tween $363,800 and the $430,000 provided in the bill? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. That is the question the gentleman 
from Ohio just asked me, and I answered him that I had not 
gone into the mathematics of the bill; but I haye a statement 
here from the Director of the Census, in which he says the 
option price of purchase is $3.31 a square foot; and, of course, 
they will not pay any more than the option. 

1\Ir. :MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for one further 
question? I understood the gentleman to say that the option 
price included the purchase of the building now on the ground. 

Mr. CRUMP ACKER. It coyers the building on the ground. 
Mr. MADDEN. If that be the case; why is this additional 

$64,000 embodied in the bill over and above the option price? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not prepared to explain. I do 

not know. I took the statement of the Senate and the state
ment of the Director of the Census. The probabilities are that 
the gentleman's figures did not include the building and ground 
occupied by the old high school ·building, now occupied by the 
Southern Railway Company as its offices. 

l\Ir. MADDEN. My understanding of the gentleman's state
ment was that the option price covered everything. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is my understanding. 
Mr. KEIFER. There is no such provision in the bill about 

including buildings. 
Mr. !\I.ADDEN. If it does not cover everything, and nolJody 

knows anything about it, would it not be a good idea to post
pone the consideration of the question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will have read from the Clerk's 
desk a statement from the Director of the Census, and if the 
gentleman desires information and will give attention to it, it 
will probably satisfy him in every respect. It will not, if 
he does not listen. 

Mr. BURLESON. Let us have it read. 
Mr. MADDEN. I should be very glad to have it read. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask to have this letter of the Director 

of the Census read from the desk in my time. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques

tion first. What consideration have the House Committee on 
the Census given to this matter? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Oh, the House committee have had it 
up. We had it up a year ago, and the Director of the Census 
carne before the House committee and we decided that it was 
within the jurisdiction of the- Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. We advised the Director of the Census to go to 
that committee. A bill was introduced, and he went before that 
committee, and that committee concluded that its policy was not 
to include in the bill it was engaged upon any public buildings 
in the District of Columbia. Therefore it was not reported 
upon. The Director of the Census came to me again early in 
the present session and asked me if there would be any irripro
priety in his presenting this matter to the Senate committee, 
and I said I thought there would be none; and so he went be
fore the Senate committee and submitted his evidence, and the 
Senate committee incorporated this amendment in the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. So that this plan has had the consideration 
of the House Committee on the Census? 

1\Ir. CRUUPACKER. It has. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. And is approved by them? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER: Yes. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does the gentleman believe that it is 

good policy to undertake to erect this building at the time the 
census is being taken? Would it not be better to wait until 
afterwards? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Either the gentleman was not listen
ing or I was not speaking to any purpose at all. 

1\Ir. HULL of Iowa. I was temporarily absent from the Hull 
of t he H ouse. 

l\Ir. CRUMPACKER. My statement was that the building 
can be constructed two or three months before we will need it 
for the use of the new clerks. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It will not interfere with the present 
clerks in their work? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. No, indeed; it does not ipYolve the de
struction of the present building. This is simply for an addi
tional buil.ding, for the accommodation of the additional clerks, 
and will not disturb one clerk in the present building. 

l\Ir. HULL of Iowa. I am glad to have this explanation. 
Now, one other question. Is this in accordance with the policy 
of trying to concentrate our public buildings on the Avenue: 
where they can be reached readily and seen by visitors? Does 
not the gentleman think it would be policy to put this building 
on the Avenue, or some place where it would not be off to one 
side? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. We do not want to put on the Avenue, 
as a matter of ornamentation., the proposed census building. 
We want to build it where it will be worth something for prac
tical purposes. What would the gentleman say to a proposition 
to remove the present census building out onto the A venue, to 
be viewed and admired by visitors? It is not a very sightly 
object? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. If it was a question as to the present 
one, I would not want to have that moved onto the Avenue. I 
would want to keep it in the background. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will say to the gentleman that the 
purpose in building this is the hope of saving in rent and in 
expense of administration during the temporary period of the 
census taking practically the entire cost of the property. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. You want a workshop. 
Mr. IDTCHCOCK. Mr. Speaker, we have not been able to 

hear very well over here. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana whether the proposed building is a temporary 
building for permanent employees or a permanent building for 
temporary employees? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It will be made of brick, probably, anu 
it will have a roof on it, and it will be occupied by clerks in 
the Census Office. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for 
the reading of the letter. 

The. Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF COI\UIERCE AND LABOR, 

BUREAU OF THE CE~SUS, 
Washington, Janua1·y 16, 1909. 

Dill JuDGE CRUMPACKER: As you are aware, the director has been 
called suddenly away from Washington. Before leaving the city he 
turned over to me a memorandum which he had prepared, setting forth 
his reasons for favoring the Senate building amendment to the Thir
teenth Census bill. These reasons are as follows : 

I. Congress is enacting a law for the Thirteenth Census, and enor
mously difficult undertaking. It commands that the main reports shall 
be completed and published on or before July 1, 1912. · Unless this 
amendment prevails, Congress will be in the position of requiring that 
this work shal ·be done while refusing to provide the necessary facili
ties for doing it. It will be directing the Census Office to make bricks 
without straw. 

In modern manufacturing the profit is made by labor-saving devices, 
and particularly by those which permit continuous processes; and it is 
so with the census. Unless this amendment is adopted, it will be nec
essary to bouse the Thirteenth Census clerks in four or five rented build
ings, all of them ill adapted to the work and at long distances from 
each other. The " continuous process" will thus be impossible ; the
time and money lost 1n carting the work about the city from stage to 
stage in its progress will greatly exceed in amount the entlre cost of 
constructing the proposed new building and purchasing the adjoining 
high school building. 

II. On the ground of economy alone, therefore, the proposition should 
be approved, because it means an actual saving of money to the Gov
ernment in the cost of the Thirteenth Census. 

III. The saving in expedition is a consideration of even greater im
portance than that of economy. The Thirteenth Census can easily be
completed in four months' less time it the work is concentrated in one 
locality. Section 2 of the pending blll requires that the main reports 
shall be completed and published during the decennial census period
that is, on or before July 1, 1912. The time allowed is hardly suffi
cient for the performing of this great work even under the most favor
able conditions. Such a condition should not be imposed upon the 
director if be is to do this work with a force scattered throughout the 
city. In order to accomplish the task within the time fixed, simple and 
direct methods are absolutely essential. Such methods are impossible 
in handling such a large number of employees unless the force is con
centrated. 

IV. Objection was made in the Senate to the purchase of this site, 
because it ls low ground and in a malarial locality. The ground is 
low ; but It is practically the same level as all the ground south of 
Pennsylvania avenue as far west as Fourteenth street, including that 
upon which the more recently constructed government bulldings are 
located, and that upon which the new building for the State Depart
ment, the Department of Justice, and the Department of Commerce and 
Labor will be located. The Census building is situated at a greater 
distance from the river than any of the buildings named, and its eleva· 
tion (15.27 feet) is better than that of either the municipal building 
(13.54 feet) or the Post-Office building ( 12.35 feet). 

'!'he experience of the Census Office proves that it is not a malarial 
site. The comfort and health of the employees, so far as concerns tem
perature, circulation of air, and general sanitary conditions, can be 
as well safeguarded here as in the Post-Office building, the Smith
sonian Institution, the new National Museum, the new Agricultutal 
building, the new Municipal building, and many other buildings now 
rented by the Government. 

V. The land has been included by the National Park Commission in 
the property which must ultimately be purchased and added to the 
government reservations. It is immediately contiguous to the Capitol 
Park, and whether it is finally utilized as a building site or as a park 
reservation, its immediate purchase is highly desirable, at the price 
named in the bill, which is materially less than the price paid by pri
vate parties for property immediately contiguous, with no improvements 
thereon. I refer especially to the Bliss purchases directly across the 
street on First street and on First and B streets. 

VI. This price represents the cheapest land purchase made by the 
Government for any purpose, within the city limits, for a great many 
years. It averages $3.31 per square foot, including the present build
mgs, which can be utilized not only for the Thirteenth, but also for 
the Fourteenth Census of 1920. If, from the purchase price fixed in 
the bill, is deducted the value of the Census building, as represented 
by its actual cost of construction, the price for the ground alone, under 
the option which the Government holds. is approximately $2.10 per 
square foot. The price paid for the land of the new Mun!ctpal build
ing site, without any buildings thereon, was $11.98 per square foot, or 
nearly six times this amount. 
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It is possible to obtain the property for this low cost only because 
of the option rights which the Government obtained under the original 
contract with the late Mr. Emery for a building for the Twelfth Census, 
an option which expires on July 1 next, and which can not be. fm·ther 
renewed. 

If Congress adopts this plan, every dollar of the appropriation will go 
to the actual present ownet·s of the property. 

VII. The proposition is an emergency proposition, which Congress 
would not be asked to approve if the need for immediate action were not 
imperative. The Census Office would like to be located upon some 
breeze-swept hillside, in the environs of Washington, in a perfectly 
equipped building, monumental in character, costing two or three mil
lion dollars. Such a scheme would contribute greatly to the architec
tural development of the national capital, and its realization would, in
cidentally, be pleasant for those in charge of the Thirteenth Census. 
This ideal solution of the problem may some day be reached, when the 
National -Treasury is in a condition to justify its advocacy. 

But it is a plan impossible of consideration, even if the question of 
money were not involved, in connection with the Thirteenth Census, for 
the reason that adequate quarters to promptly handle that census must 
be obtained within the next ten months. 

The pending plan provides these quarters at a total cost to the Gov
ernment not greater than the amount which will have to be paid out 
for rentals, and for the increase in the cost of the work, due to scat
tering it in five or six buildings, in distant parts of the city, every one 
of which will be miserably adapted to this particular work, and compel 
its production under the worst possible conditions, so far as concerns 
cost, health, light, comfort, and expedition. The census work demands 
large rooms, in which can be concentrated from 300 to 1,000 clerks, 
doing the same work, under the same supervision ; and, so· far as I 
am aware, no accommodations at all meeting these requirements can 
be rented anywhere in the city of Washington to-day at any price. 
I therefore repeat what was said in the director's annual report, that 
the plan proposed by the Senate amendment will involve a much. less 
money cost than the only alternative, 1. e., the rental of many scattered 
buildings. 

VIII. When the Thirteenth Census is completed, the Government will 
own this froperty at a total cost materially less than it will have 
incurred 1 it shall choose to continue to pay large rentals to private 
parties, permitting them to retain title to the property at the end of 
the transaction. 

Thereafter the Government can make such use of it as seems best. 
It can devote it to park purposes; it can utilize it as the site of a 
monumental building, costmg three or four millions ; or it can utilize 
it for the taking of the Fourteenth Census at no aditional cost, if 
that shall seem wise ten years hence. 

In the meanwhile, during the intercensal period, the Government 
can utilize the extra space for the housing of bureaus now occupying 
rented quarters. In order to secure proper accommodations, many 
branches of the service have been compelled to rent space in the high
priced modern office buildings. When it is considered that the rental 
which the United States Government is paying for offices in this 
class of buildings ranges from $1 to $2 a year per square foot, it will 
be seen that this extra space afforded by the Census building during 
the intercensal perlodt which amounts to at least 100,000 square feet, 
bas a very consideraole money value. This saving alone will more 
than offset the cost of constructing the new building proposed. 

IX. A site for a new building for the State Department, the De
partment of Justice, and the Department of Commerce and Labor has 
already been authorized and is now in process of acquirement. Upon 
it will be erected a monumental building, for which no appropriation 
bas yet been voted, and which can not be ready for occupancy until 
long after the Thirteenth Census is completed and preparations for 
the Fourteenth Census are already under way. It is not possible to 
construct that building, with any regard for economy, so that it will 
meet the requirements of the census at the decennial periods, expanding 
suddenly from 600 clerks to, say, 4,000. It is fully understood by the 
department that provision for decennial census requirements can not 
be made in the plans for this building. There is therefore no conflict 
whatever between this plan and that for a monumental department 
building. 

X. In a word, the Senate amendment is a plain, straight, business 
proposition, approved by the Secretary of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor, to meet an emergency situation precisely in the way that it 
would be met, under similar conditions, in commercial life. The Gov
ernment has an opportunity to make a good bargain, practically on its 
own terms, under conditions which mean an actual annual saving of 
money, with possession at the lowest possible cost of desirable property, 
which it will ultimately buy, undoubtedly at a much higher cost. 

XI. In presenting these arguments in favor of the proposed purchase, 
I trust that the fact will not be overlooked that the main, controlling, 
and conclusive argument in its favor is its advantage to the Thirteenth 
Census in the matter of economy, convenience, and expedition; also that, 
aside from this consideration, it is_a good business proposition. 

Very tmly, yours, 

Hon. EDGAR D. CRUMPACKER, 
House of Representatives. 

W. S. ROSSITER, 
Acting Direotm·. 

Mr. CRUMP ACKER. I now yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Missouri [1\fr. BARTHOLDT]. 

1\fr. B.ARTHOLDT. .Mr. Speaker, as has been stated by the 
gentleman from Indiana, this is a proposition to spend $680,000, 
$430,000 to be devoted to the purchase of the present census 
property and $250,000 for the purchase of additional ground 
and the erection of an additional building for the use of the 
United States Census Bureau. 

It is a matter that belongs to the jurisdiction of the Commit
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The fact that it does not 
come from that committee, however, is not the fault of the Di
rector of the Census or of anybody else. That gentleman ap
peared before our committee during the last session and pre
sented this matter is a most urgent manner. But in view of the 
great demand made upon us by the country, it was impossible 
to include in the last omnibus public-building bill a provision to 
give to the census a permanent home. I do not say this provi
slon, but a provision for the census. 

Tb..e committee gathered some information on the question, 
and I should like to gi"re the House the benefit of that informa
tion. 

I believe, from what I have learned, that the price for this 
property is an entirely fair one. There is, as far as we could 
learn, no real-estate speculation connected with it whatsoev-er, 
The present at'rangement which we hav-e with the owners of 
that property is also a very fair one. As I understand, the 
rental charges are only about 4 per cent on the original im·est
ment. Consequently, in my judgment, it could easily be con
tinued for an indefinite period of time without injury to any
body. 

It is obvious to all who have looked into it that the pre ent 
building does not comport in any sense with the dignity of the 
Government. It might harmonize geographically with the gen
eral plan for the beautification ·of Wa hington, but it certainly 
does not harmonize with our views architecturally. 

I am very much afraid if the property is purchased we will 
never get a census building such as this Government ought to 
have. An addition will be erected, the same as the present 
one, and it will be practically an eyesore in the immediate 
vicinity of the Capitol. 

The only question, 1\fr. Speaker, since there is no objection 
as to price, which is to be decided by the House now is whether 
we shall at this time, with a deficit staring us in the face, 
at a time when the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
must refuse to listen to all appeals from. Members of this 
House for small additional appropriations for public buildings 
in their districts-whether at such a time it is wise and proper 
for us to make this large expenditure of money. 

Where there is a will there is a way, and, in my judgment, 
it will be easy for us to rent additional facilities and accom
modations for the census, and this plan appeals more to me 
because the additional building which is needed will only be 
needed for about three years and not for ten years. So that 
if we rent another building for three years, the next census 
can be. taken under · the present arrangement. 

1\fr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlcmnn 

from Missouri has expired. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 

Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 

has seventeen minutes. 
Mr. CRUMP ACKER. I will yield two minutes more to the 

gentleman from Missouri in order that he may answer a ques
tion by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS] . 

Mr. LAJ\TDIS. Does it occur to the gentleman that during 
the seven years when we would not need the space for the 
census force that that space could be utilized in placing people 
who are in rented quarters now? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is the v-ery fear I expressed. If 
the space is not needed for the census it will be used by some 
one else, and consequently we will have continually a building 
that we do not want, and which will not comport with the dig
nity of this Government. 

Now, I want to refer to the statement that within the next 
census period we can save enough money to practicaTiy pay for 
this property. We are now paying $21,000; add to that 10,000 
for a building which will be needed for the taking of the new 
census; that will bring the amount up to $30,000; in ten years 
that will amount to $300,000, while here we propose to appro
priate $7 0,000 and have a building that no one wants. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield two min
utes to my genial friend from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN.] 

Mr. :MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indi:1na 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] directed the attention of the House to the 
reading of a communication from the Census Bureau, which, 
in effect, stated that they needed this property for the accom
modation of the clerks to be employed in taking the next cen us, 
and which stated that the option price on the property to be 
purchased was $3.31 per square foot. This $3.31 includes the 
purchase of a building now on the ground. At that price, the 
118,000 square feet of ground to be purchased would am0unt 
to $290,580. The bill proposes to appropriate $430,000 for the 
purchase of this property, which would be, instead of $3.31 a 
square foot, $3.64! per square foot. What I do not understnnd 
is how au option price can be but $3.31 per square foot while 
the price appropriated is $3.64! per square foot. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. :Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HAY]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to give the reasons why I 
propose to vote for this amendment. The rent for cen.:mFJ 
quarters in 1909 aggregates $256,000, and for this sum the Gov· 
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ernment has not anything to show in the way of tangible prop
erty. The approach of the coming decennial census necessitates 
a decision on the part of Congress whether it will continue ~he 
policy of renting property or owning it. If the present pol~cy 
is. continued it will cost the Government for the next rune 
years about $270,000, and at the end of that period t~e Gov
ernment will not have anything to show for the expenditure of 
this large sum of money. It seems to me that good business 
judgment commends the purchase of the Census building, with 
the adjoining vacant lot and former high-school building, and the 
erection- of a fireproof building; all of which together will cost 
only $67 4,000; and if this plan is followed ainple space will be 
provided for the Thirteenth decennial census f.orce, and for seven 
out of ten years the building will be available for other govern
ment uses. By the plan proposed $270,000 in rentals would be 
saved and a large amount in rentals for other government 
properties, or more than 60 per cent of the cost, and the degree 
to which the work of the Director of the Census would be 
simplified and facilitated can not be estimated. For these rea
sons, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the adoption of the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana, and I do not believe that any 
wise purpose will be subserved in postponing the purchase and 
the erection of this building. It will come in time ; it is abso
lutely necessary for the .purposes of the Government; and the 
sooner the property is acquired and the sooner the. building is 
put up the less it will cost 

1\fr. CRUMP ACKER. Mr. Speaker, just a word in conclusion 
in relation to the criticism made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MADDEN]. The amendment fixes the maximum appropria
tion for the purchase of the property, expecting, of' course, that 
the price shall not be above the option. The criticism made by 
the gentleman from 1\fissoUI·i [Mr. BARTHOLDT] in. relation to 
the advisability of making the purchase omits an important 
factor. In his calculation respecting the saving to the. Govern
ment on account of the purchase he entirely overiooked the 
important factor suggested by the Director of the Census, that 
we save four months' time in doing_ the work if we· purchase the 
property and put up the building, and the value of that time 
alone would more than pay the entire purchase price of all the 
property. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the• gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 
1\lr. BUTLER. Do I understand that if we appropriate the 

money and buy this piece of ground, it means that the Census 
building shall stand at this point? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. No; it does- not mean that. It means 
simply this : If we purchase this ground, make this improve
ment, we will provide facilities for all of the clerks for the Thir
teenth Census, and in so doing we will save money enough to 
pay the entire purchase price. That is what it means, and Con
gress can do what it chooses with the property at any time in 
the future. The Government may at some time in the future 
build a magnificent marble-front building, like the District 
administrative building on Pennsylvania avenue, like the one 
the gentleman froi;ll 1\Iissouri has in his mind. That may be 
done some time in the future, when we have more money. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman advocate the erection of 
a permanent census building at this point1 

1\lr. CRUMPACKER. No; I do not . . The proposed building 
is to cost n~t more than $250,000, and have room. sufficient to 
accommodate 1,600 or 2,000 clel'ks during the temporary cemms 
period. The Government will then own the property, having 
gotten it practically for nothing. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Indiana and the House to the fact that the director· states 
that the building it is proposed to -erect could be used for the 
Fourteenth Census also. 

:Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to mah.~ a suggestion. If the 
House adopts this provision I would sugg<:!st the necessity of an 
amendment--

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I mo~·e the previous q_ues-
tion on the motion. 

1\Ir. HARDY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

l\1r. BARTHOLDT. I think I have the floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 

has the floor. 
1\Ir. BARTHOLDT. I want to make this suggestion, that 

these plans should be drawn by the Treasury Department at 
least. There is no provision of that kind in the bill, and the 
gentleman is certainly interested in having that done. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not going into the details of the 
proposition. The amendment can be voted up or down as it is. 

· 1\lr. LAJ\TDIS. I will ask the gentleman to yield in order that 
I may correct a statement made by the gentleman from lllinois. 
relative to the price. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 1 yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, the option on the property that 

is occupied by the present Census building is $354,126. That 
property in dimension is 70 by 150 feet, making, all told, 10,500 
feet. At $354,126 it would be $3.31 a foot, and the gentleman 
from Illinois was evidently led into his error by reason of the 
fact that he added the dimensions of the old high-school build
ing property, on which we have an option for $70,000, and based: 
his price per foot on that computation. 

Mr. KEIFER. But, l\Ir. Speaker, the 118,000 square feet men· 
tioned in the bill, costing $430,000, makes $3.64 a square foot. 

Mr. LANDIS. But the gentleman has not figured on the right 
basis. 

Mr. KEIFER. I figure that exactly. 
Mr. HARDY. The question I wanted to ask the gentleman 

was, Who pays the insurance and keeps up the repairs on this 
Census building for which the Government pays some $20,000-
rent per annum? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I do not know, but I. presume 
the owners. 

Mr. HARDY~ You do not know whether the Government 
does the repairs or not? 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. I do not know whether the Government 
does or not, but I presume the owners keep up the outside- and!. 
the Government keeps it up on the. inside, the usual practice· 
and, I think; the law in the- absence of any specific contract. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Who. owns the building? 
Mr. CRUl\IPACKER. The owners of the land. Now, Mr. 

Speaker, I demand the previous question. 
The question was taken, and the previous question was or-

dered. 
l\Ir. BARTHOLDT. A pa:rlirunentary inquiry, l\Ir. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore~ The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. If this is adopted by the H<>use, the pr~· 

vious question having been ordered, will the conference commit
tee be allowed to amend this section at all or not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. T he motion is to recede and con
cur, and if that should be adopted there- is nothing left to be done. 
The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from In
diana, that the 'House do recede from its disagreement t-<>· Sen:-
ate amendment numbered 26 and concur therein. 

The question was- taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to. have it. 

On. a division. (demanded by l\Ir. BuTLER) there were-ayes 
73, noes 32. 

S<> the motion was agreed to~ 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. ~Ir. Speaker, the other amendment is a. 

pro forma amendment relating· to the numbering of a section, 
and therefore I move that it be agreed· to. 

The SPEAKER pro- tempore. The Clerk will report the. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as. follows : 
Change section 33, to section 34. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon the 
motion to recede and concur. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HULL of Iow.a. Mr. Speaker--
The· SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen

tl~man rise? .: · 
nfr. HULL of Iowa. For the purpose of making a privileged 

motion to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Uniorr. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend for 
a moment. The Chair will call attention to the bill S. 4712 and 
the bill H. R. 16374 on the Union Calendar, bills identical in 
form having passed; and without objection, the Committee of 
the Whole House will be discharged from their further consiJ.
eration, and the bi11s will lie upon the table. [After a pause.J 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk will report the titles of the bills. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
S. 4712. An act to provide for the care of persons adjudged insane in 

the District of Alaska. 
A bill (H. R. 16374) to confu:m to the Wahiawa Water Company, of 

Hawaii, the right of way for irrigation purposes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. And also the following bills on 

the House Calendar, having been passed in another form, will be, 
without objection, laid on the table. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk will report titles of the bills. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 3966) ratifying chapters 57 and 61 of the session laws 

of the twenty-third Arizona legislative assembly, providing for the issu
ance of bonds by Mohave County. 

A bill (H. R. 16964) ratifying an act of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Arrzona prov"iding for the erection of a court~house and 
jail at Yuma, in Yuma County, Territory of Arizona. 
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A bill (H. R. 13097) to enable the city of Phoenix, in Maricopa 
County, Ariz., to - issue bonds of said municipality - for ·the purpose of 
funding its floating indebtedness incurr.ed prior to .July .1, 1906. . 

.Joint resolution (H . .T. Res. 94) disapproving certain laws enacted by 
the le~islative assembly of the Tenitory of New Mexico. 

A bill (H. n.. 16643) to ratify an act of the legislature of the Terri
tory of Hawa ii authorizing tlle manufacture, distribution, and supply 
of electric light and power in the district of Lahaina, county of Maui, 
Territory of Hawaii. 

A bill (H. R. 16644) to ratify and confirm an act of the legislature of 
the Territo1·y of Hawaii autborizing the manufacture and distribution 
of electric light and power in the district of Wailuku, on the island of 
Maui, Territory of Hawaii. 

A bill (H. R. 3963) ratifyin "' an act of the Arizona legislature pro
viding for the erection of a court-house at St . .Johns, in ApacheCo_unty, 
Ariz. 

A ·bill (II. R. 3962) authorizing the county of Gila, Ariz., to issue 
bonds for ihe completiOn of the court-house and jail. 

A bill (H. R. 19364) ratifying bonds of road district No. 1, Maricopa 
County, Ariz. · · · 

A bill (H. R. 19411) authorizing the incorporated town of Valdez, 
Alaska, to issue bonds to the amount of $15,000 for the purpose of con
structing dams and dikes for protection a~ainst glacier streams. 

S. 4748. An act to amend an act entitled - "An act to define and 
punish crimes in the district of Alaska and to provide a code of criminal 
procedure for said dist rict," approved March 3,_ 1899. . 

A bill (H. R. 21311) to ratify and confirm an act of the legislature 
of the Territory of Hawaii authorizing the manufacture and distribu
tion of electric light and power in the district of Wailuku, on the island 
of Maul, Territory of Hawaii. 

A bill (H. R. 21312) to ratify an act of the legislature of the Terri
. tory of Hawaii' authorizing the manufacture, distribution, and supply 

of electric light and power in the district of Lahaina, county of Maui, 
Territory of Hawaii. . 

- A bill (H. R. 17982) to authorize the issue of bridge bonds by the 
county of Bernalillo, in the Territory of New Mexico. 

A bill (H. R. 21004) authorizing the Territory of New Mexico to sell 
and transfer certain school lands to the town of Portales, N. Mex. 

· A bill (H. R. 19604) restricting the practice of medicine and surgery 
in the Terri tory of Alaska. 

- S. 6417. An act to amend sections 4467 and 4468 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to lists of passengers on steam vessels. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

-Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 
26015 an act making appropriations for the support of the 
army'for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910; and, pending that, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman from Virg,inia 
[Mr. HAY] if we can not agree on fixing the tim~ when general 
debate shall close? 

Mr. HAY. I understood it would be three hours on a side. 
1\Ir. HULL of Iowa. That will be satisfactory, then. I ask 

unanimous consent that general debate shall close in six hours
three hours to be controlled by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
HAY] and three hours by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question is on the motion for the House to resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the army appropriation bill. 
. The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the U:u.ion for the considera
tion of the bill H. R. 26915, the army appropriation bill, with 
Mr. PERKI "S in the chair. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRl'tiAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill 'be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\fr. HULL of Iowa. l\fr. Chairman, the bill as it is reported 

to the House needs but little explanation. It carries an in
creased amount over the current fiscal year, made necessary 
very largely by the increased pay given the army when the 
pay was increased for the officers and the enlisted men, and 
by the fact that to-day the army is more nearly up to the num
ber authorized by law for its minimum force by some twelve 
thousand or more men than it was last year. I think there is 
only about five thousand of a shortage in the enlisted force at 
this time, and there was something near eighteen thousand or 
twenty thousand of a shortage at the time the bill for this fiscal 
year was passed. 

I do not intend, Mr. Chairman, to take up the time to-night 
in discussing the bill. I do not know that I will take up any 
time during the general debate, but if I do, I prefer it to come 
a little later. The last provision of the bill, in regard to the 
general staff, is, of course, clearly subject to a point of order, 
and if no one -else discusses it, I do not know that I care to 
discuss it at all until it comes before the House in such shape 
that the House can act upon it. I believe the provision is right. 
My object in going into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to-night was largely because I under
stoo<l the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] desired to make 
a statement. 

Mr. MANN. ·will the gentleman answer one question along 
the line he spoke of in the bill! 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. l\fANN. I notice the e.mount proposed for the pay of en

listed men is raised from $10,000,000 last year to $1.5,000,000 and 
something over this year, an increase of 50 per cent. Is the gen
tleman able to tell now how much of that is caused by the in
crease in the number 'Of men in the army and how much is 
caused by the incr~ase in the pay of the enlisted men? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that I could 
not answer as to tqat, but there is a large increase on account 
of the increased number of men. There is another increase that 
comes from the increased pay for reenlistment, that we gave as 
increased pay as an inducement for them to reenlist. It is not 
any part of the bonus of three months' pay; but reenlistment, up 
to a certain point, carries with it an increase of pay, both b:r the 
noncommissiont>d officers and the privates; but juElt how much 
that will be I do not know. If the gentleman desires it, I can 
get it accurately from the Pay Department. 

Mr. 1\IAl'\TN. It is a very interesting proposition, where there 
is ali increase of 50 per cent in total cost, to know how much is 
cam:ed by our legislation of last year and how much by the in
crease in the growth of the army . 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that, as he 
will remember, last year we gave $7,000,000 in a lump sum, to be 
distributed over these increases where we could not agree on · 
just how much there might be-an amendment that was put on 
in the Senate. 

Mr. MA:r-."N. I know; but that was to cover the increase in 
pay? 

l\fr. HlJ~L of Iowa. Yes. 
1\Ir. MANN. What I wanted to get at was this: The bill that 

was brought in last year and which became law proposed ten 
millions for the pay of enlisted men on the then basis. ·Now 
the proposition is fifteen millions and something over. Of course 
I know a large share is the increase in pay, a large part for the 
increased number of enlisted men in the army, but if it is 
feasible I should like to get the details. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think it is fea8ible. I gave the gentle
man the estimates. The estimates were made upon the full 
number of men authorized by law; and we deduct something 
over a million and a half from the estimates on the ground that 
the army would not be entirely filled up·; that while the recruit
ing may keep it up to the present state, yet the Government is 
not making an effort to get in every man it can, and quite a 
number of the recruiting officers have been recalled. So we cut 
off a million and a half· from estimates for the fun pay pf the 
army. If every man authorized by the order of the President 
fixing the peace basis was enlisted, there would be a deficiency 
in this item . 

If the gentleman from Virginia wants to occupy some of his 
time, I would like him to do sq. 

Mr. HAY. I will ask the gentleman ·to use some time. Gen
tlemen on this side who desire time do not def?ire it now. I will 
yield the gentleman an hour of my time. 

1\Ir. HULL of Iowa. I will yield twenty minutes to the gen
tleman from Indiana [l\Ir. HoLLIDAY.] 

1\Ir. HOLLIDAY. Mr. Chairman; I do not know that I . will 
consume twenty minutes, but I want to submit a few remarks 
upon the present condition of the army, in which I think the 
American people are interested. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, 
when the law was passed or the rule adopted by which men 
were put out of the active service when they attained the age of 
64 years. But whenever it was done and howe>er it was done, it 
seems to me to have been very bad policy indeed. As it stands 
now, at the time a man reaches the age when he is best fitted 
to serve the country the Government- dispenses with his .serv
ices. The only argument I have ever heard in support of the 
proposition is that this gives a better opportunity for the pro
motion of the younger officers, who might otherwise ha>e to 
wait long for increase of pay and advancement in rank. Well, 
Mr. Chairman, if the younger officers do not now have enough 
pay and rank commensurate with their abilitie , I am willing 
to give both in some other way. I think it is wrong to increase 
the pay and at the same time impair the efficiency of the ser>ice. 
It is poor business policy. Whoever heard of a railroad com
pany that discharged its trained and qualified engineers in order 
to make places for its firemen? 

Mr. Chairman, every student of history knows that when Von 
Moltke laid France prostrate at the feet of Germany he had 
passed beyond the age at which an Americ..'lll general would 
have been retired; and if the same rule had applied in the 
German Empire as applies in the American Army, Von Moltke 
would have been sitting around cooling his heels while younger 
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officers might have lost the war that he carried to so successful 
an i ~me. 

. We know that in the case of England, when it found itself in 
• trouble with the gallant Boers in Africa, when army after army 

had been crippled and demoralized, the English Government 
looked around for a man of sufficient capacity to lead its army 
to victory, and they found him in the person of General Roberts. 
who had long .passed the age at which an American general 
would have been placed upon the retired list: I may also add 
that in the war with Spain the laurels won by the officers 
there were won by men who had participated in the civil war 
in the United States, and consequently none of them could have 
been young men. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that some policy should be adopted 
by which, when the Government educates a man and trains him 
for service, it ought to have the benefit of his ser"ices as long 
as he is able to do proper and efficient work. I remember I had 
the pleasure a few years ago of passing some weeks in com
pany with a distinguished general, a man whose fame stands 
high in this country. As I looked at his stalwart frame, as I 
saw him ·at work and listened to his talk, I felt absolutely con
vinced there was never a day nor an hour in his life in which 
he was better fitted to command an army than he was upon the 
day that he retired from the service. 
. I suppose, however, there is no remedy for this. It has got 
started in that way, and I suppose it will continue in that way. 
If it serves no other purpose, it gives a chance for more pro
motions. 

But, 1\fr. Chairman, if we can not keep these trained men in 
the service on the active list, then we ought to utilize to a much 
greater extent the retired list. The pay of officers on the retired 
list is growing, not gradually, but by leaps and bounds, and if 
the present system keeps on it will only be a question of time 
when it will take more money to pay the men on the retired list 
than the men on the active list. If we must have ·them (we 
have got them, and I do not complain of it, for they were all 
gallant men and most of them retired against their will), let us 
utilize them in their present positions. We have a very large 
number of men on the active list who are engaged in detached 
service. A number of them are teaching school. A good many 
more of them are acting as recruiting agents, a duty which cer-

•tainly does not require great physical strength. They ar.e used 
for a number of purposes. I think we ought by legislative en
actment to provide that the men on the retired list should per
form these duties and the active officers kept with their com
mands. 

In the American Army to-day there is 1 commissioned officer 
on an average to every 18 enlisted men, and a bill has passed 
the Senate and is now pending in this House which, if enacted 
into law, will bring up the ratio to 1 officer to every 15 enlisted 
.men. Of course, the new men will go in as second lieutenants, 
boosting the other men up. They will stay in the army a few 
years, the Government will get a few years' service out of them 
and then they will go upon the retired list. Their service to th~ 
Government will cease within a reasonable time, but their pay 
like Tennyson's brook, will go on forever. It seems to me that 
this is a waste of the people's money. There is a feeling of un
rest throughout the country over the enormous . eA'}Jenditures 
that are growing in every direction in this counh-y. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like to know how many 
have been retired in the last year or two. . 

l\fr. HOLLIDAY. I am not able to give the gentleman the 
figures. I am simply stating a general proposition. · 

Now, we ought to save every penny to the country that we 
can, and when we educate a man at the expense of the tax
payers of the country, we ought to get out of him an the serv
ice that we can. We ought only to dispense with his ervices 
when he cea~es to be useful. Of course every time when it 
is desired to increase the army or the navy somebody starts 
a war scare, and we turn pale over the prospect of an inyasion 
by some great power, for which we are not prepared, and we 
vote all the money that is needed, and then the war scare 
gradually subsides. I am opposed to increasing the army at 
this time, and yet it is increased by little things that they 
keep asking for all along the line. It would not be good policy 
to go to the country and ask that a great many new regiments 
be recruited, but, indirectly- and remotely, they manage to get 
more officers in the service eyery year; and after a while, when 
we get as many officers as there are enlisted men, we will have 
to recruit a big army in order to furnish the officers something 
.to do. Against that I desire to protest. _ . 

And in this · connection I wish to say that a disposition to 
spend money on the army, the navy, and everything else is grow
ing at a tremendous rate in this country. This is probably the 
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last time that I shall trespass upon the indulgence of my fellow
Members. I am going to lea. ve this body--

1\Ir. MANN. Very much to our regret. [Applause.] 
Mr. HOLLIDAY. I simply wish to remind you that there 

are still a few people in the United States who do not hold any 
office. They do not reap the emoluments so lavishly handed out 
by Congress, but th"ey pay the bills and bear the burdens; and 
when you add vastly to salaries, to armaments, to navies, and 
armies somebody has got to pay the bills. It seems to me 
that sometimes in the debates of this House we look too 
steadily at the man who is the beneficiary of these various 
bills and forget about the people who pay the money and foot 
the bills. [Applause.] I suppose we will be called upon in a 
few days to vote largely to increase the salaries of the men who 
are already the best paid of any men in the United States. I 
suppose the proposition will go through. I have never known 
a. proposition to increase a salary to fail in this House. 

1\Ir. MANN. Oh, yes. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY. Other 1\Iembers may know of it, but I do 

not know of it. I want to say that I for one am going to 
stand for economy. I am going back; to my constituents, I am 
going to mingle with the laboring men, the toilers among whom 
I haYe lived for so many years, and ·I want to be able to tell 
them that so far as my feeble voice was raised it was to lighten 
their burdens rather than to make them heavier . 

We have a committee of very able men who are now devising 
ways and mean~ for the purpose of raising money for this 
country, and then there are seYeral hundred men who are 
equally busy devising ways of getting rid of it as fast as we 
raise it. [Laughter.] 

· We ought to call a. halt somewhere in this matter of extrava
gance. The people are demanding it. There is a feeling of 
unrest throughout the country growing out of it. Why, in the 
matter of raising these salaries they will come before the House 
in a few days, and one argument is that these men must have 
something with which to entertain. Gentlemen of the commit
tee, I ha.ve.· read the Constitution a few times, and I have never 
found any provision in it requiring any public official to do · any 
entertaining whatever. I have read most of the general laws 
passed by Congress, and I have found no law requiring a man to 
expend money in lavish entertainments. And yet the people 
who pay the bills, the people who bear the burden .• are expected 
to come forward with the cash to enable these men to dispense 
hospitality which they think is necessary for their social posi
tion. It is said that the judges of the country are unable to 
live and entertain properly on the salaries that they now receive. 

I have heard it argued that we would get better judges and 
stronger men if we. should pay them more money. I do not 
belie-rein the argument. I do not remember exactly what John 
Marshall was paid when he was Chief Justice of the ·United 
States, but my judgment is that his entire salary would not pay 
for more than one modern swallowtail dinner. And yet we 
have not improved upon John Marshall from that dny down to . 
this. [La,ughter and applause.] 

'Vhen we increase salaries the result is not to get better men 
but to make a. bigger scramble for the places. That has alway~ 
been the result. So it is in all these matters. Let us practice 
economy; let us see that the people get a dollar's worth of 
benefit for every dollar expended. Let us not waste the money 
on the army or the navy. 

Let me say to you, and I betray no confidence in saying it, 
that whenever a proposition comes in here to increase the pay 
of the army, they say it ought to be increased because the navy 
gets more than the army ; and as soon as we bring the army up 
to the navy, the navy comes in and says the navy ought to have a 
little more than the army; and so we k~p it up by this gen
eral process, a species of perpetual motion, and the Lord only 
L..-nows when it will stop. · 

It is time to call a halt in all these matters. I observe that 
the gentleman from 1\finnesota [1\Ir. TAWNEY], the able chair
man of the Committee on_ Appropriations, does his best every 
session to keep the appropriations within reasonable bounds. 
The House generally .runs over him, and what little is left of 
his mangled remains disappears when the bills go oYer to tlie 
other end of the Capitol. [Laughter.] 

Let us forget during the closing d.ays of this session to con- . 
sider alone the beneficiaries of the measures to spend money, 
and let us give some ·consideration to the men who raise the 
money which we so lavishly disburse on the floor of the House. 
[Applause.] 

1\Ir. KEIFER. .Mr. Chairman, I would like to interrupt the 
gentleman a moment. I did not interrupt him to answer the 
question he asked in reference to when the limit of retirement 
was fixed for army officers, but I desire to say that long before 
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the limit was fixed for the retirement of the army officers there 
was a limit of time, 62 years, for officers in the navy. In 1882, 
as I recollect, at the suggestion of William Tecumseh Sherman, 
who was himself to become a retired officer, the limit of 64 years 
was made for officers in the army. The legislation came in· the 
Forty-seventh Congress in that way, and General Sherman him
self was one of the first to be retired under that limitation. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. I accept the explanation. I do not. care 
who is responsible for it. I might say that the gentleman from 

- Ohio who furnishes the information was himself a gallant and 
meritorious officer in the last war with Spain, and while I can 
not give his exact age, _ if he had been in the Regular Army he 
would not have had any command at all [laughter]; and so 
with General Wheeler and others who rendered such conspicu
ous service. 

It only illustrates my argument. General Sherman was a 
great and good man. In his definition of war I most cordially 
concur, but I am not willing to acquiesce in every detail that 
he proposed in regard to the government of the army. 

Let us think about that. ·we will probably have no general 
bill this session, but some time it will come. My proposition is 
not to keep a man.in service after he ceases to be useful. 

1\fr. FOCHT. How about the Government paying for the sup
port of the state troops? That is the next step, is it not? 

1\Ir. HOI.JLID.A.Y. Yes; we have taken the militia under our 
conSideration, and it will only be a question of time until that 
will be on the retired list. .A. great many men have aspirations 
for different things, but there seems to be a practical unanimity 
of aspiration to get on the retired list. 

1\Ir. W.A..l~GER. Mr. Chairman, I would say that at the 
time of the Spanish war ---my frisky young constituent, Gen. 
William H. Davis, then about 80 years old, tendered his services 
to the Government and they were refused, and the sam~ after
noon he called to pay his respects to Gen. James Longstreet, 
then about the same age, the latter using an ear trumpet in 
order that he might hear what was said. Those two vigorous 
youths declared that it was perfectly absurd, this policy of 
the Government in not accepting them on account of the years 
they had reached. [Laughter.] 

The CH.A.IRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman. I move that the commit
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. PERKINS, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 26915, 
the army appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
tliereon. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS AND BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate concurrent resolutions 
and bills of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated 
below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 76. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause a survey to be made of the most feasible and practical way of 
connecting the waters of Apalachicola River and St. Andrew Bay, in 
the State of Florida, with a view to determining the advantage, best 
location, and probable cost of a canal connecting said waters, and to 
submit a plan and estimate for such improvement-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 77. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concun"ing), 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause preliminary 
examination and survey to be made of the South Bay Channel, Hum
boldt Harbor, California, with a view to the removal of obstructions to 
navigation to and from the wharf at Fields Landing-
to the Committee on lli\ers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 78. 

Resolved by the Senate (tlze House of Rerwesenta"jives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a sur
vey and estimates to be made for a project of improvement of the Wil
lamette and Columbia rivers, in the State of Oregon, so as to pro
vide a 30-foot chn.nnel ft·om Portland, Oreg., to the Pacific Ocean, and 
report the same to Congress-

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution 79. 

Resoh;ed by the Senate (the House of Rep1·esentatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause preliminary 
examination and survey to be made of Polson Bay, Flathead Lake, Mon
tana, with a view to dredging the channel and putting in piling on the 
east side thereof-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Senate concurrent resolution 81. 
Resolved by the Senate (the Hottse of Representatives concut-ring), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a sur
vey and estimates to be made for a project of improvement of the Co
lumbia River from the mouth of the Willamette River to the ocean, in 
the States of Oregon and Washin~on, and of the Willamette River, in 
the State of Oregon, from the c1ty of Portland to the month of the 
river, with a view to_ securing and maintaining a uniform depth of not 
less than 30 feet at the lowest stage of water in said rivers from said 
city of Portland to the ocean, such survey and estimates to be re-
ported to Congress- _ 

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
S. 8021 . .A.n act to prohibit the importation ancl use of opium 

for other than medicinal purposes-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

S. 8540 . .A.n act to amend an act entitled ".A.n act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the ·Tennessee River in 
Marion Cou];lty, Tenn.," approved 1\Iay 20, 1902, as amended by 
an act approved February 1, 1905, entitled ".A.n act to amend an 
act entitled '.A.n act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River in 1\farion County, Tenn.' "-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BIL.LS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. WILSON of Dlinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the President 
of the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 25405 . .A.n act to change and fix the time for holding 
the circuit and district courts of the United States for the east
ern and middle districts of Tennessee ; 

H. R. 21129. .A.n act to provide for refunding stamp taxes paid 
under the act of June 13, 1898, upon foreign bills of exchange 
drawn between July 1, 1898, and June 30, 1901, against the 
value of products or merchandise actually exported to foreign 
countries and authorizing rebate of duties- on anthracite coal 
imported into the United States from October 6, 1902, to Janu
ary 15, 1903, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 19859. .A.n act to provide for the payment of certain 
volunteers who rendered service to the Territory of Oregon in 
the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848; and 

H. R. 4166 . .A.n act to relieve George W. Black and J. R. Wil
son from a certain judgment in favor of the United States and 
to relieve George W. Black, J. R. Wilson, and W. 1\L Newell of a 
certain judgment in favor of the United States. 

.ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. HULL of Iowa (at 5_o'clock and 26 
minutes p. m.), t4e House adjour~ed. 

. EXECUTIVE COMl\IUNIC.A.TIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

.A. letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti
mate of appropriation for purchase of an organ for the chapel ot 
the Military Academy (H. Doc. No. 1377)-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

.A. letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an e ti
mate of appropriation for improvements at West Point Military 
Academy (H. Doc. No. 1378)-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. . 

.A. letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of Coast 
and Geodetic Survey (H. Doc. No. 1379)-to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMI\IITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS .AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, deli,ered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8357) to extend 
the time for disposing of lands on the Huntley project, within 
the ceded Orow Indian Reservation, 1\font., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied·by a report (No. 197G), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24327) to make 
Corry, Pa., a port of delivery in the district of Erie, Pa., and 
extending t~ it the privileges of section 7 of the act of Ju~ 10, 
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1880, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by I deputies, and for other purposes-to the Committee on the Judi-
a report (No. 1979), which said bill and report were referred ciary. -
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. By Mr. ILUIMOND: A bill (H. R. 27313) to create in the 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to Department of War a roll to be known as the "Volunteers' 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 381) providing honor roll" and to authorize placing thereon with half pay cer
for the repair and rebuilding of the road from Harrisonville, tain persons who served in the United States Army, Navy, or 
N. J., to the post at Fort 1\fott, N.J., and the national cemetery Marine Corps during the civil war-to the Committee on Mili
at Finns Point, New Jersey, reported the same without amend- tary Affairs. 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1981), which said bill and By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill {H. R. 27314) providing for the 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on appointment of a clerk for the eastern district of Texas and the 
the state of the Union. maintenance of offices for said clerk or deputies at each of the 

Mr. BATES, from the Joint Select Committee on Disposition divisions of the district where terms of court are held-~to the 
of U eless Executive Papers, to which was referred House Docu- Committee on the Judiciary. 
m~nt No. 1286, relative to the disposal of useless papers in the By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill {H. R. 27315) to appropriate 
executive departments, submitted a report thereon tNo. 1982), money for a protecting wall on the Ohio River at Fort Massac 
which said report was referred to the House Calendar. Park, Massac County, TIL-to the Committee on Rivers and 

Mr. FOSTER of Indiana, from the Committee on the Judi- Harbors. . 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. By :Mr. CALDER: A bill {H. R. 27316) providing for the 
24635) to create a new division in the middle judicial district raising of the U. S. battle ship Maine in Habana Harbor and 
of the State of Tennessee, reported the same with amendments, to provide for the interment of the bodies therein-to the Com-
accompanied by a report {No. 1984), which said bill and report mittee on Appropriations. · 
were referred to the House Calendar. By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill {H. R. 27317) to amend 

an act authorizing the Washington, Spa Springs and Gretta 
REPORTS OF CO.M1\HTTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND Railroad Company of Maryland to enter the District of Colum-

RESOLUTIONS. bia, approved February 18, 1907-to the Committee on the Dis
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 

• were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred House bill 19873, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution {H. Res. 518) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the legal representatives of William P. 
Bird, accompanied by a report (No. 1974), which said resolution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
House bill 27253, reported in lieu thereof a resolution {H. Res. 
519) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of 
Carl G. and John Palm, accompanied by a report {No. 1975), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred House bill 21420, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
'{H. Res. 521) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of John B. De ~ord, accompanied by a report {~o. 1977) 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Privat~ 
Calendar. 

Mr. LAW, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred House bill 2897, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
'(H. Res. 522) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
case of G. W. Howland, accompanied by a report (No. 1980) 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Privat~ 
Calendar. , 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House {H. R. 16854) for the .relief 
of James Easson, repor..ted the same without amendment accom
panied by a report (No. 1973), which said bill and rep~rt were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6312) for the' re
lief of the Philadelphia Company, of Pittsburg, Pa., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report {No. 
1978), which said bill and report were referred t9 the Private 
Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 

discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. ~· 18360) 
granting an increase of pension to John Kennedy, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS. AND MEMORIAIJS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ot. the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

Ry Mr. WASHBURN: A bill {H. R. 27310) to amend and 
consolidate the acts respecting copyright-to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By 1\fr. JENKINS: A bill {H. R. 27311) amending chapter 
591 of the United States Statutes at Large, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
approved May 26, 1900, entitled "An act to provide for the hold
ing of a term of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Superior, Wis."-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill {H. R. 27312) providing 
for the appointment of a clerk for the district court for the east
ern district of Texas and for the maintenance of his office and 

trict of Columbia. 
By Mr. PETERS: A bill {H. R. 27318) to require radio-tele

graphic installations and radio telegraphers on certain ocean 
steamers-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R.· 27319) authorizing rail
way companies to purchas·e lands in Indian reservations for 
reservoirs, material or ballast pits, and for the purpose of plant
ing and gl-owing trees for the protection of their lines of rail
way from snow-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 27320) to provide for experi
ments in the delivery of merchandise packages on rural free
delivery routes-to the Committee on the Post-office and Post
Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill {H. R. 27321) to en
large the Interstate Commerce Commission-to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLCOTT (by request) : A bill {H. R. 27322) provid
ing for a return-delivery service by the Post-Office Department 
of books, including under the name all magazines and pamphlets 
rated as second class, but not newspapers nor advertising publi
cations-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill {H. R. 27360) to divide 
the judicial district of Indiana into divisions, and for other 
purposes connected therewith-to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial of the legislature of Idaho, ask
ing appropriations for improvement of Columbia and Snake 
rivers....:.....to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 27323) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Henry Callier, deceased---Lto the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNHART:· A bill {H. R. 27324) for ·the relief of 
Levi C. Smith-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 2732G) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. Jennings-to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 27326) granting a pension to 
George Graff-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27327) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary R. Greer-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27328) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry P. Marley-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 27329) granting an in
crease of pension to Joseph D. Armstrong-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 27330) granting an increase of 
pension to Clay Doolittle-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill {H. R. 27331) granting an in
crease of pension to Frederick Kahler-to the Committee ()n In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27332) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Clark-to the Committee on In·mlid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 27333) granting 
an increase of pension. to John R. Miller-to the Committee on 

·rnvalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 27334) 
g~anting an increase of pension to Charles A. Divelley-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 27335) granting a pen
siOn to Emma E. 'Furner-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 27336) for the relief of 
Robert Graham-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE1\TBY: A bill (H. n.. 27337) for the relief of Charles 
Brown Calvert-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 27338) for the relief of 
lListon H. Pearce-to the Committee on Military Affairs~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27339) granting an increase of pension to 
Goold B. Harris-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 27340) for the 
reli# of Adolph M. Cohen-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27341) for the relief of the estate of C. 
Royal, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. · 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 27342) to amend the mili
tary record of David H. Dickinson-to ' the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 27343) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Burns-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 27344) granting an in
crease of pension to John E. Cook-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By 1\fr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 27345) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Reed-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27346) granting an increase of pension to 
Dixon A. Jenkins-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\lr. JOH.l~SON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 27347) 
granting a pension to Charles Ladshaw-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAl~GI,EY: A bill (H. R. 27348) granting a pension 
to John M. Linvell-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27349) granting a pension to James B. 
Strong-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27350) for the relief of Gilbert Yates-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27351) granting an increase of pension to 
.William Snowden-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 27352) granting an in
crease of pension to Michael G. Kaufmann-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. McKINNEY: A bill ' (H. R. 27353) authorizing the 
President to transfer First Lieut. George G. Craig, Medical 
Reserve Corps, U. S. Army~ to the Medical Corps, U. S. Army, 
and place him on the retired list-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. 1\IA.RSHALL: A bill (H. R. 27354) granting an in
crease of pension to John C. Moore-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By l\fr. MARTIN: A bill (H. n.. 27355) granting a pension to 
Charles D. Munger-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 27356) grant
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Kelly-to the Committee 
on Pensions. " 

By l\Ir. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 27357) granting an increase 
of pension to -Isaac W. Comery-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 27358) granting an increase 
of pension to William Nutt-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By 1\Ir. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 27359) granting an in
crease ot pension to Ezra P. Byram-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By l\fr . .ADAIR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Aaron 

S. Lynn (H. R. 27154) -to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By l\Ir. ALLEN: Petition ot Adeline S. Brett and 12 others, 

against parcels-post and postal savings bank laws-to the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Bv l\fr. ASHBROOK : Petition of Adams, Thompson & Co., 
favoring modification and equalization of duty on various kinds 
of oilcloths and linoleum-to the Committee on Ways and 
1\Ieans. 

By l\Ir. BANNON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in
crease of pension to 'Villiam Stakely-to the Committee on In
Yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis City Division of 
the National German-American Alliance, against the Humphrey 
bill and any prohibition amendments to the penal code-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
Graff-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B! Mr. BI~DSALL: Petition of citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, 
agamst a tariff on tea and coffee-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, peti~ion of. Charles Payne Post, No. 141, Grand Army of 
the Republic, agamst a volunteer officers' retired list-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citi2ens of Iowa, against passage of Senate 
bill 3940-t9 the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By l\fr. BURKE: Petition of the J. K. McKee Company and 
the Pittsburg Dry Goods Company, favoring the Sherley bill 
(H. R. 21929), amending the national bankruptcy act-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of New York Board of Trade and Transporta
tion, for increa e of salaries of United States judges-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of National Lumber 1\Ianufactur
ers' Association. against any reduction of duty on lumber and 
shingles-to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring in
crease of salaries of United States judges (S. 6973)-to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of board of directors of New Orleans Cotton Ex
change; favoring inve tigation by the Secretary of Agriculture 
into the use and substitution of raw cotton for other materials 
of manufacture and report thereon-to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Socialist Local of Pittsburg, 
Kans., against extradition of Rudovitz and Pouren by the 
Russian Government-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\fr. CLARK of l\fissouri: Petition of J. C. Nelson, of 
Sharpsburg, Ky., for repeal of tariff on linotype machines-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. COOK of Pennsylvania: Petition of Builders' Ex
change of Philadelphia, favoring replacing gypsum rock on the 
free list-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of N.J. Hutchin
son and others, for the creation of a national highways com
mission and for an appropriation to give federal aid to the 
States in highway construction (H. R. 15837)-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By 1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of business men of 
Genoa Junction, Wis., against parcels post on the rural mail
delivery routes and postal savings banks-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of v-arious residents of Wisconsin, favoring 
repeal of duty on raw and refined sugars-to the Committee on 
Ways and l\feans. 

By l\fr. DEL"'TBY: Petition of legislative committee of Na
tional Grange, favoring federal aid to highways-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By 1\fr. EDWARDS of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Adolph l\I. Cohen-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By l\Ir. ESCH: Petition of American Protecti;e Tariff League, 
against creation of a tariff commission-to th~ Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. FOCHT: Petition of Hon. W. N. Sterret and others, 
favoring parcels post and postal savings banks-to the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Capt. J. W. !\fuller, favorin~ 
H. R. 7620, to establish a naval militia-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By ~lr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Ira Valley Grange, 
No. 342, Patrons of Husbandry, of Ira, Vt., in favor of H. R. 
15837, for a national highways commission and appropriation 
giving federal aid to construction and maintenance of public 
highways-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Londonderry, Stratton, and Ja
maica, Vt., against passage of Johnston bill (S. 3940)-to tlle 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition ot Chicago-Toledo-Cincinnati 
Deep Water Association, of Defiance, Ohio, for construction of 
a canal between Toledo and Chicago, Ill., and for the enlarge
ment of the Miami and Erie Canal between Cincinnati and To
ledo--to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Antisaloon League of America. of Wash
ington, D. C., fa voting the Gallinger bill { S. 7305), providing 
for local option in city of Washington-to the Committee on the 
District ot Colnmbia. 
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By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for I By 1\fr. WHEELER: Petition of Rassilas Grange, No. 1187, 

relief of Hiram Binkley (previously referred to the Committee for the creation of a national highways commission (H. R. 
on Invalid Pensions)-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 15837)-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. GOULDEN: Petition of Capt. J. W. Muller, favoring By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Hon. F. H. 
H. R. 7620, to establish a naval militia-to the Committee on Rockwell and 10 other residents of Tioga County, Pa., favoring 
NaYal Affairs. establishment of a parcels-post and postal savings banks sys

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of New York Board of Trade. and tern-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Transportation, favoring increase of salaries of United States By Mr. WOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of wu~ 
judges-to the Committee on Appropriations. liam S. Dumont-to the Committee on InTalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. K. McKee Company and the Pittsburg 
Dry Goods Company, favoring amendment to the bankruptcy 
act as per the Sherley bill (H. R. 219~9)-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMl\IOl\TD: Petiton of Fred Hartmann and others, 
of Walters, Minn., against a tariff on tea and coffee-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of San Jose (Cal.) Grange, No. 10, 
Patrons of Husbandry, favoring establishment of postal savings 
banks and a parcels post-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Charles Ladshaw-to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petitions of N. E. Cornwell and 168 other 
residents of Eureka, Cal.; E. A. Pedersen and 95· other residents 
of Eureka, Cal.; D. Hugst and 94 other residents of Seattle, 
Wash.; and J. P. Prain and 83 other residents of Port Costa, 
Cal., favoring an exclusion law against all Asiatics save trav
elers, students, and merchants-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Golden Grange, No. 977, of Auburn~ 
Mich., against the parcels-post and postal savings banks system
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road~. 

Also, petition of Sterling Grange, No. 1105, of Sterling, Mich., 
for a national highways commission and federal aid in construc
tion of highways (H. R. 15837)-to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of merchants and shoe dealers of 
Madison, Wis., asking for repeal of duty on hides-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Second Congressional District of 
Wisconsin, against passage of Senate bill 3490-to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of dealers and growers of beans, favoring pres
ent duty on beans-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Blue Mound, Wis., favoring na
tional highways commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of business men of Stoughton and De Forest, 
Dane County, Wis., against parcels-post legislation in any 
form-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of lawyers of Wisconsin, favoring an increase 
of salaries to judges of federal courts-to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Lumbermen's Club of 
Memphis, Tenn., against reduction of duty on lumber-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of New York Board of Trade and Transporta
tion, favoring increase of salaries of United States judges-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1 Ry Mr. ROBINSO.r~: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George H. Preddy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Kalmbach & Glenan 
and 28 others, of South Lyon, Mich., against a parcels-post and 
postal savings banks law-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of P. A. Sherman and 36 others, of Michigan, 
against reduction of tariff on beans-to the Committee on 
,Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWASEY : Petition of sundry citizens of Richmond, 
Me., favoring parcels-post and postal savings banks laws-to the 
.Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brownfield, l\Ie., for a national 
highways commission and federal aid in construction of high· 
.ways (H. R. 15837)-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By l\Ir. TIRRELL: Petition of Fred R. Trask and others, 
favoring parcels-post and postal savings banks laws-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Frank W. Denby and others and H. P. Har
riman and others, for national highways· commission and fed
eral aid in construction of public roads (H. R. 15837)-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Nutt-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. VREELAND: Petition of residents of Cattaraugus 
County, N. Y., in favor of parcels post and postal savings 
banks-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, J anumvy 29, 1909. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Edward E. Hale. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of l\Ir. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the findings of fact and the conclusion,s of law filed 
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation 
claims, set out in the annexed findings by the court relating to 
the vessel schooner Rebecca, Mildmay Smith and John Hall, 
master (H. Doc. No. 1382), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16954) to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent 
decennial censuses, and recedes from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate Nos. 24, 26, and 27, and agrees to the 
same. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 5473) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to miti
gate or remit loss of rights of citizenship in certain cases. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. GAINEs of West Virginia and Mr. RuCKER 
of Missouri as tellers on the part of the House in pursuance of 
the provisions of Senate concurrent resolution No. 57, providing 
for the counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice
President on February 10, 1909. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 25396. An act for relief of applicants for mineral sur-
veys; and 1 

H. J. Res:226. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan certain tents for use at the festival encampment of 
the North American Gymnastic Union, to be held at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, in June, 1909. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Asiatic 
Exclusion League of North America, remonstrating against the 
suspension of all legislation by the people of California toward 
the segregation of the children of Asiatics in the public schools 
and the ownership of land by aliens in that State, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Fifth National Encamp
ment, United Spanish War Veterans, of Hartford, Conn., pray
ing that an appropriation be made for raising the wreck of the 
battle ship .Maine, which was referred to the Committee on ' 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the West Wisconsin Confer
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church of La Crosse, Wis., 
praying for the enactment of leg~slation to prohibit Sunday 
banking in post-offices in the handling of money orders Hlld reg
istered letters, and also to require all persons engaged in inter
state commerce to give those who work on Sunday a full rest 
day during the succeeding week, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads . 

.Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the board of trustees of 
the Newberry Library, in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
repeal of the duty on books and other printed matter, and 
remonstrating against any diminution of the privileges that 
libraries now possess, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
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